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GENERAL COUNCIL 


MEDICAL EDUCATION AND REGISTRATION. 
SUMMER SESSION 1906. 


REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS. 
Tuesday, May 22nd, 1906. 
Dr. DonaLp MacA.ist&r, President, in the Chair. 


PRESIDENT'S ADDRESS. 
Tur PRESIDENT delivered the address, published in 
the SuppLEMENT of May 26th, 1906, p. 286, and a vote of 
thanks was unanimously adopted. 


Business COMMITTEE. 

On a motion to reappoint the Business Committee, the 
PRESIDENT, Owing to his numerous engagements in con- 
nexion with the Council, expressed his desire to cease to 
be a member of the Committee, and nominated Dr. Norman 
Moore to be Chairman. It was then agreed to reappoint 
the Business Committee, with Dr. Norman Moore as 
Chairman, 

DrentTAL BUSINESS. 

The Executive Committee presented a report on the 
<lental business transacted since the last meeting of the 
Council. The report, which was entered on the minutes, 
stated that the Committee learn with satisfaction that 
Sir John Tuke was prepared to introduce into the House 
of Commons the Bills already approved by the Council 
relating to the practice of medicine and of dentistry by 
limited companies, and requesting the President, in con- 
sultation with the legal advisers of the Council, to confer 
with Sir John Tuke as to any amendments which might 
be necessary, and on behalf of the Council to agree to the 
same. The Committee also reported that it had received 
from the Colonial Office a copy of a dispatch from the 
Governor of Hong Kong enclosing the draft of an ordinance 
to regulate the qualifications and to provide for the 
registration of dentists in the Colony, and had expressed 
its satisfaction that provision is made therein for the 
prevention under penalties of dental practice by unquali- 
fied persons and by joint-stock companies. 


UNIverRsity oF GiAscow: DEGREE IN Pusnic HEALTH. 
The Executive Committee reported that with regard to 


the following resolution, passed by the General Council on 
December 2nd, 1905: 


That the Executive Committee be authorized, if it be satis- 
fied that the Regulations of the University of Glasgow are 
in agreement with the Council’s Rules for Diplomas in 
Public Health, to recognize for the purpose of registration 
the newly- -instituted Degree of B.Sc. in Public Health of 
the University of Glasgow, 


the following communication was subsequently received : 


The University, Glasgow, 
January 26th, 1906. 

Dear Sir,—With reference to your letter of the 7th ultimo, 
addressed to the Registrar, regarding the recognition for pur- 
poses of registration by the General Medical Council of the 
Vegree of B.Sc. in Public Health of this University, I have to 
intimate to you that the Glasgow University Court have now 
approved an additional Regulation drawn up by the Senate 
with the view of bringing the University Regulations for the 
Degree into harmony with the Rules of the Council for 
Diplomas in Public Health. The Regulation is in the follow- 
ing terms : 

A period of not less than twelve months shall have elapsed 
between the attainment of a registrable qualification in medi- 
cine, surgery, and midwifery, and the admission of the can- 
didate to any examination or any part thereof for the degree 
of B.Se. in Publie Health.” 

I may add that this rule will henceforth be printed in our 
Calendar and other publications. 

I hope to learn from you in due course the decision of your 
Executive Committee. 

Yours faithfully, 
WILLIAM STEWART, 
Clerk of Senate. 
The Registrar, 
General Medical Council Office. 


After consideration the Executive Committee passed 
the following resolution : 

That in virtue of the authority conferred on the Executive 
Committee by the General Medical Council the Committee 
now instruct the Registrars to accept for registration as 
an additional qualification the degree of B.Sc. in Public 
Health of the University of Glasgow. 

Mr. Brown inquired whether degrees already issued 
would be registered, or whether the recegnition would 
only take effect from January Ist, 1907. 

Sir T. McCatt ANDERSON gaid that the University of 
Glasgow had with pleasure harmonized its arrangements 
with the views of the General Medical Council, but, as a 
matter of fact, there never had been a degree of the kind 
conferred upon any person who had not been registered 
for more than one year. 
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GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL] [Juxr 2, 1906, 
RESULTS OF EXAMINATIONS. TABLE V. 


A number of returns relating to various examinations Showing the Percentage of Candidates who Passed the Quaii- 


were then laid on the table. 
The following tables represent an analysis of the  /viny Standard, including those who Gained Commissions, 


returns made to the General Medical Council of all 
examinations for the Services since the date of its last 


Number who 


Passed the Proportion 


Countries. Number who | 


summer session—namely one for the Indian Medical Entered. | Standard, | to the Total, 
Service, one for the Royal Navy, and two for the Royal | 
Army Medical Corps: | | 
English candidates.. €8 | 67 | 98.5 per cent 
I. Scottish 4, 47 37 = 
Irish 61 63 | 88 ,, 
Showing the Eatent of the Competition Sor each Servi ice. 0 0 000 
| Proportion of 
No of | No. of Total or average ... 178 158 | 
Services, Candidates. | Vacancies | 
TABLE VI. 
Royal Naval Medical Service 23 5to2 
Kowal AY my. Me dic al Corps... ut | 4 ate Showing the Proportion of those who Failed Totally among the 
Total or average ... 178 112 5to3 | 
Number of | Number 
Country. Candidates. | Rejected. 
Taste LL. | | 
owing whence the Candidates received their Qualifi cations. 
| Number of | Proportion of Scottish ” ” 
Licensing Body. | Sekine Irish ” él 8 131, 
Colonial 0 | 
Mixed 2 | 1 
| | 
English Colleges and Universities .... 68 | 38.1 per cent Total or average ... | 178 20 N2 » 
Colonia ” ” H ” 
Total or average... ewe 178 somes Showing Details of the Performance of each Class of 
Table III. | | 
Showing the Proportion of Commissions Gained by the 
“Candidates of each Country. Qualifications. 2 ES 
Number of Proportion of all Bi 
Country. Commissions Won, |Commissions Offered, t 
English Conjoint Board alone.. 152 41 ll 0 100 
England 52 46.4 per cent. | | t 
Ireland 33 and hondon | 4} 4! 0 010 
| English Apothecaries’ Society alone... 0; 1:16 t 
APO ar ies oc ie ‘an COTTLS 1! | 
TaBLE IV. diploma 
Country in Proportion to their Respective Numbers. Cambridge degree alone ... h 
Durham 32 1 1 0 100 n 
Number of Number Proportion of Birmingham | 0 1 0 100 
Country. | Candidates who Gained |” Success to Scottish Conjoint Colleges alone 2.) 1 3 1 7 36 t] 
Aberdeen degree alone 41 O | 0 (100 b 
Scotland oo... | 47 | 27 57.4 Irish Conjoint Colleges alone 27 | 8 
Ireland 61 33 64,1 ” Dublin University alone .. 12 5 1 94 
Colonies | 0 0 Royal University of Ireland... 4; 1) 94 
Total or average... | 178 112 , 63.0 per cet. Total or average are ee =e 178 | 2 46 20 88 ray 
| te 
t] 
VIII. re 
Percentage Comparison of the Work of certain Classes of Candidates. T 
| Number | Gained | Qualified Total Percentage p,,.. 
Qualifications. of Can- | Com- butun- | Quali-! of Pert Order. ti 
didates. | missions. successiul. fied, "CCC Winners, rejecte ii 
| | h 
English Conjoint diploma and English ces ee. 5 | 5 0 5 0 1090 100.0 0.0 i ¥ be 
English Conjoint = alone ... 41 ll 52 0 188 100 0 00 ; 2 P 
English degrees alone . 7 3 4 0 428 100 0 60 | 3 
Irish degreesalone ... ees, 34 23 9 | 32 2 676 94.1 68 4 
Scottish degrees alone... 36 24 9 33 3 66.6 916 83 | § ne 
Trish Conjoint diploma alone 27 10 |. 6 370 780 222 \ 6 
Scottish Conjointdiplomaalone .. .. 11 3 4 7 27.2 636 7 
Totsloraversge .. «= | M2 46 20 63.0 88.7 ne 
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In reply to Dr. Brucr, the CHatrman said that there 
was a standing instruction that these returns should from 
time to time be reported upon by the Examination 
Committee. 

PENAL Cases COMMITTEE. 

The Executive Committee reported that with reference 
to the following resolution passed by the Council on 
December 2nd, 1905: 

That it be referred to the Executive Committee, in consulta- 
tion with the legal advisers of the Council, to consider and 
report to the next meeting of the Council whether the 
Standing Orders affecting the Penal Cases Committee 
should not be amended by the omission of Subsection ii, 
Chapter IX, p. 19, or, alternatively, whether any change 
should be made in the constitution of the said Committee, 

it had received the following opinion from the Council’s 
solicitor : 

I do not advise that any alteration should be made in the 
Standing Orders with regard to the summoning of the 
Penal Cases Committee. It seems to me eminently con- 
venient that where there is no business of serious impor- 
tance, and where, in addition, the cases do not apply to 
Ireland or Scotland, the President should have adiscretion 
not to summon members from those parts of the United 
Kingdom. I have come to this conclusion after reading 
Dr. Finlay’s memorandum. 

The Reaistrar then read the’following resolution which 

had been adopted by the Executive Committee: 

That, in accordance with the legal opinion obtained, the 
Committee recommended to the General Council that no 
alteration should be made in the Standing Orders, 
Chapter IX, Subsection ii. 

Dr. FINLAY objected to the suggestion in the Solicitor’s 
opinion as to the discretion of the President. He 
moved: 

(1) That Clause ii fof Chapter IX, Section 5, of the Standing 
Orders—namely, *‘ The President shall be empowered not 
to summon the Scottish or the Irish Members of the Com- 
mittee, as the case may be, unless any complaint forwarded 
from Scotland or from Ireland has been presented for 
consideration ’”—be rescinded. 

¥le agreed that a smaller Committee might be more effec- 
tive and satisfactory, and would be a saving of expense to 
the Council; and should be quite willing to see the mem- 
bers of the Committee taken from the English branches 
resident in London, This would be a still greater saving 
of expense; and he had a motion on the programme that 
the Committee should be reduced from eight to four. 

Sir Vicror Horsey, in seconding the first part of the 
motion, said that the Penal Cases Committee was an 
extremely responsible Committee, and he therefore thought 
that members from all parts of the United Kingdom ought 
to be summoned. The reduction in the number of the 
Committee was a different question. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER NIXON strongly supported the resolu- 
tion. Ile did not see how the fact of a particular offence 
having occurred in Ireland should in any way involve the 
mode of procedure adopted by the Penal Cases Committee 
in dealing with it. All the cases had an equal interest to 
the members representing Scotland, England, and Ireland. 
It seemed to him an extraordinary distinetion that 
because a case occurred in England the only persons con- 
sidered competent to deal with it should be the English 
members of the Penal Cases Committee. 

The President thought as the Committee was one with 
which he was very conversant, it might be desirable that 
he should make a statement. Ie took Dr. Finlay’s notice 
of motion as containing two parts, not necessarily to be 
taken together. If the first part only had to be considered 
then the proper course would have been to move the 
rejection of the recommendations of the Committee. 
That, however, Dr. Finlay had not done: taking 
the two parts together was not a_ direct nega- 
tive to the Committee’s recommendation; it would, 
in fact, remove the difficulties of the Executive Com- 
mittee in acceding to his suggestion. Whenever there 
had been any case raising questions of principle it had 
been his practice to summon all the members of the 
Penal Cases Committee, whether the ease arose in 
Scotland or Ireland or not. The Standing Order did 
not forbid the President to summon Scottish or Irish 
members; it merely gave him a discretion. That was 
a responsibility the President would not take unless he 
were sure no harm would be done by it. He thought 
the members of the Council would agree that a Com- 


mittee of eleven was too big for the work, and also that 
the members of the Committee were at a certain dis- 
advantage in the unbiassed consideration of cases when 
they came before the Council by the fact that they then 
had to sift the evidence then brought forward. That was, 
perhaps, inevitable, and he thought it would be better 
that the number of members who had more or less made 
up their minds before the case came to the Council 
should be reduced as far as possible; he suggested the 
statutory analogy of the Dentists Committee, which con- 
sisted of five members. That Committee was very 
businesslike and very efficient, and no difliculty had 
arisen from its smallness. He believed a great advantage 
would result from a similar reduction in the number of 
the Pena! Cases Committee. 

Dr. Norman Moere thought that was an illustration of 
the objection some felt to the existence of a Penal Cases 
Committee. The responsibility ought to rest with the Presi- 
dent, and with him alone. It was not just that a man 
should be tried by a body of judges some of whom must 
necessarily have already made up their minds on the case. 
The President was amply suflicient to decide whether 
a man ought to appear before the Council or not : that was 
the true solution of the difficulty, but as it was clear that 
a very large Penal Cases Committee added to the wrongs 
of the judicial proceedings of the Council, he was in favour 
of.the reduction. 

The PreEsipENT desired to press on the Council the 
desirability of a Penal Cases Committee. He was quite 
prepared to take to the full all the responsibility that 
properly fell to him; but the Committee was advisory, not 
executive. 

Mr. Brown suggested that all penal cases should be 
referred in the first instance to the Branch Council. 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN inquired if the ultimate decision 
whether a case should be brought before the Council or 
not rested with the President, and the President alone. 

The PreEsIpENT replied that the responsibility rested 
with him, and him alone; but he always acted on the 
advice of the Committee. 

Dr. Linpsay Steven thought that ought to remove 
Dr. Norman Moore’s objection. 

The PreEsIpENT put the first part of Dr. Finlay’s resolu- 
tion, which was carried. 

Dr. Frnnay then moved that the number of the 
members of the Penal Cases Committee be reduced from 
eight to four. 

Sir Tuomas Mytes seconded. 

The PresipENT having observed that, with the Presi- 
dent, the Committee would then consist of five, this was 
agreed to. 

On the motion of Dr. Fixnay, seconded by Sir 
CHRISTOPHER Nixon, it was agreed that the Penal Cases 
Committee should consist of two members from the 
English Branch Council, and one each from Scotland and 
Ireland. * 

Sir Joun Moore thought there should be a quorum of at 
least three. 

The Presipent said that two lawyers whose advice 
guided the Committee to a large extent were always 
present at its meetings, so that practically seven persons 
decided the questions brought before it. He did not 
think a quorum was called for. 

Dr. NorMAN Moore moved, Dr. Fintay seconded, and it 
was agreed, that the Executive Committee be instructed to 
redraft the Standing Orders in accordance with the 
instructions of the Council. 

Sir Joun Moore still thought a numerical majority 
should be possible on the Committee. 

Sir Vicror Horsey supported this view, and it was 
agreed that the quorum of the Penal Cases Committee 
should be three, including the President. 


RECIPROCITY WITH JAPAN. 

The following report of the Executive Committee in 
regard to the present position of the question of the appli- 
cation of Part II of the Medical Act, 1886, to the Empire 
of Japan, was received and entered on the minutes: 


REPORT. 

The Executive Committee report to the Council that Part IT 
of the Medical Act, 1886, having been applied to the Empire of 
Japan bv an Order of His Majesty in Council, dated December 
11th, 1905, the Committee have carefully examined the Imperiat 
Ordinance for the founding of Imperial Universities in Japan, 
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dated March Ist, 1886, and the Regulations for Degrees in 
Medicine and Surgery made thereunder and at present in 
force. The Committee are assured that Candidates for Degrees 
in Medicine are required to pursue a course of literary and 
professional study extending over fourteen years, including 
successive courses at a Grammar School, a Middle School, and 
a Preparatory Science School or College. In the latter the 
preliminary scientific subjects (Chemistry, Physics, ete.) are 
studied before the student enters on the four years’ course at 
the College of Medicine. The Committee have satisfied them- 
selves that the Regulations provide a sutlicient guarantee for 
the possession by (iraduates in Medicine of the Imperial Uni- 
versity of the requisite knowledge and skill for the efticient 
practice of Medicine, Surgery, and Midwifery, and they 
accordingly recommend— 

(1) That the degrees of Bachelor (Igakushi) and Doctor 
(Igaku Hakushi) of Medicine of the Imperial University of 
Japan be recognized by the Council as entitling to registration 
in the Foreign List of the Medical Register. 

(2) That with reference to applications from Japanese 
Medical Graduates for registration in the Foreign List, the 
Registrar be instructed to require the applicant to produce— 

(a) Satisfactory evidence of identity ; 

(b) Satisfactory evidence of good character ; 

(c) Satisfactory evidence that he is by the law of Japan 
entitled to practise Medicine, Surgery, and Midwifery in 
that country : 

(d) he diploma of Bachelor or Doctor of Medicine of the 
Japanese Imperial University: 

(e) Satisfactory evidence in relation to the circumstances 
(1), (2), (3), set forth in Section 12 of the Medical Act, 

86 ; 


(f) Officially-attested translations of such Japanese docu- 
ments as are produced under any of the foregoing 
heads. 

DONALD MACcALISTER, 


May 21st, 1906. President. 


The PRESIDENT, in proposing that the report should be 
adopted, said the Committee had entrusted him with 
the duty of obtaining information as to the conditions 
of medical qualifications in Japan. It appeared that 
there were a number of kinds of qualifications, some 
local, some provincial, and some Imperial. The Council 
had to deal only with the qualification of a university 
character available over the whole Empire. With regard 
to the others the information was not complete. As to 
the degrees of the Imperial University of Japan, it 
appeared from the information contained in the memo- 
randum that the course of educating medical students 
in Japan was long and thorough. It extended over 
fourteen years. A medical student had to begin in 
a certain kind of school—a grammar_ school—and 
pass through all its stages with success before he 
was allowed to take the next stage. He then had 
to pass through a high school, and then again he 
had to obtain a satisfactory leaving certificate, which 
showed that he was fit for the following stages. He 
had from two to three years at a science college where 
the preliminary sciences were taught, and there the 
student must obtain proper certificates equivalent to the 
Bachelorship of Science before he was allowed to enter 
the Medical College of the Imperial University. In that 
college the course began with anatomy and physiology. 
The final examination was, not only in extent but also in 
minuteness, at least equal to any in this country. It 
covered a very large number of special branches, and, 
sudging by the particular results obtained by those who 
had obtained the degree of Bachelor of Medicine after so 
long a course, no one could come to any other conclusion 
than that it was a very thorough and satisfactory course. 
For the degree of Doctor of Medicine there was a higher 
course of study for three years, and he could then submit 
himself to an advanced examination. There were about 
1,300 Bachelors and Doctors of Medicine in Japan at the 
present time, and he had reason to believe that the vast 
proportion of them served in the army during the last 
war, and that the graduates of the Imperial University 
were among the most distinguished of those who con- 
tributed to the success of the medical department in the 
war. The Council was satisfied that the degree of Doctor 
or Bachelor was a sufficient guarantee for the good prac- 
tice of medicine ; he ventured to hope thatit would accept 
the report of the Executive Committee and adopt it. 

Mr. Morris complained that the report had only been 
placed in his hands that morning, and he had not had the 
. opportunity of reading it thoroughly. He thought the 
adoption of the report might be deferred, although he 
was quite sure the Council wou'd eventually adopt it. 


The PRESIDENT pointed out it was the report of the 
Executive Committee that they were dealing with, and 
they had either to approve of it or not, and after some 
further discussion put it from the chair that the report be 
adopted, and this was agreed to. 

The Council then went into camera, and adjourned 
without any further public sitting. 


Wednesday, May 23rd, 1906. 
Dr. DonaLp President, in the Chair. 


DiscrpLinary Cases. 
THE Council proceeded to the further consideration of 
the case of William Harding Crowther, registered as of 
15, Bloomfield Road, Ealing, London, W., L.S.A.Lond., 
1876, L.F.P.S.G., 1880, which had been adjourned from 
November 29th, 1905. 

Mr. Lushington was present as Legal Assessor, and Mr. 
Winterbotham as Solicitor, to the Council. Dr. Hugh 
Woods represented the London and Counties Medical 
Protection Society, the complainants. Mrs. Crowther 
represented her husband, who was not present. 

The PresIpEnT stated that at the close of the delibera- 
tions of the Council on the last occasion Mr. Crowther 
was “ required to furnish at once a medical certificate in 
regard to his state of health.” That certificate was 
received either the same day or the next, and satisfac- 
torily showed the inability of Mr. Crowther to attend. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM read the charge against Mr. 
Crowther, which was as follows: 

That you have systematically sought to attract patients by 
means of a series of advertisements in the People newspaper 
of an Institution for Stricture, etc., at 8a, Guilford Street, 
Gray’s Inn Road, of which you are the Surgeon, and which is 
carried on for your private gain. 

At the conclusion of the deliberations of the Council 
on the Gase on November 29th, 1905, the PresipEenr 
announced the decision of the Council as follows : 

The Council have carefully considered the facts alleged 
against Mr. William Harding Crowther in the Notice of 
Inquiry, and have found that they have been proved to their 
satisfaction ; but they have adjourned the further considera- 
tion of the case until the next session, in order that Mr. 
Crowther may have an opportunity of appearing before the 
Council and giving an account of his conduct in the interval. 
Meanwhile Mr. Crowther will be required to furnish at oncea 
medical certificate in regard to his state of health. 

He stated that Mr. Crowther had been served with formal 
notice that the further consideration would take place on 


that day. He had also received a letter from Mrs. 
Crowther, enclosing a medical certificate and a 
testimonial. 


In answer to the PresipENt, Dr. HuGu Woops stated 
that he had no fresh facts or evidence to lay before the 
Council. 

A letter written by Mrs. Crowther on behalf of her 
husband was read, from which it appeared that he had 
been sent into the country in the hope of improving his 
health. She enclosed a medical certificate showing he 
was not able to attend. He had now retired from practice. 
He had been in the profession thirty years, and had never 
had a stain upon his character. He had no intention of 
breaking the rules or by-laws of the Council, and 
apologized for having done so. 

In answer to the Presipent, Mrs. Crowther said that 
her husband had been much agitated/about this inquiry, 
that he had no sleep on the previous night, and was quite 
prostrate. It was out of no want of courtesy to the Council 
that he was not present. 

After some discussion, strangers were ordered to with- 
draw. On their readmission 

The PRESIDENT announced the decision of the Council 
as follows: : 

Mrs. Crowther, I have to inform you that the Council have 
given careful consideration to this case, and that they have 
decided not to direct’ the Registrar to erase from the Medicaé 
Register the name of Mr. William Harding Crowther. 


The consideration of the case of IHlamlet Lloyd Davies, 
registered as of 2, Crofton Street, Great Western Street, 
Rusholme, Manchester, M.B., M.S.Edin., 1874, was next 
proceeded with. 

The PreEsIDENT statel that he was informed that the 
complainant, who had been 1epres:nted by Dr. Bateman, 
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did not propose to appear, and he was also informed that 
Mr. Davies was not present. 

Mr. Lushington appeared as Legal Assessor and Mr. 
Winterbotham as Solicitor to the Council. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM read the charge against Mr. Davies 
as follows: 

That you have accepted and continued to hold the appoint- 
ment of paid Medical Officer to the Rusholme and District 
Provident Dispensary, an association which systematically 
practises canvassing for the purpose of procuring patients. 


At the conclusion of the deliberation of the Council on 
the case on November 30th, 1905, the PRESIDENT addressed 
Mr. Davies as follows: 

Mr. Davies, the Council have deliberated very carefully on 
your case, and they have come to the conclusion that the facts 
alleged against you in the notice of inquiry have been proved 
to the satisfaction of the Council. 

The Council feel it their duty to express their sense of the 
gravity of the facts which have been proved against you ; but 
in order to give you an opportunity seriously to reconsider 
your position in relation to the Rusholme and District Pro- 
vident Dispensary, thay have adjourned the further considera- 
tion of the charge until the next session, when you will have 
to appear and satisfy the Council as to your conduct in the 
interval. 

Mr. WinterboTHuam said that due notéce of the adjourn- 
ment had been given, and he had formal proof of the ser- 
vice. He had received a letter from Mr. Davies, dated 
May 15th, in which he stated that he had resigned the 
post of medical officer to the dispensary in question. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw. On their read- 
mission, it was stated that the case was adjourned to 
Saturday, May 26th. 


The Council then proceeded with the consideration of 
the case of John Bate, Bawden, registered as of Mountain 
View, Blaenavon, Mon., M.B., M.S., 1884, M.D.(1886)Kdin., 
who has been summoned to appear before the Council to 
answer the following charge, as formulated by the Council's 
Solicitor. 

That you accepted and held, untilafter you had received 
notice of the present complaint, the appointment of paid 
medical officer of the Blaenavon Tradespeople’s Doctor’s Fund, 
an association which systematically practises canvassing for 
the purpose of procuring patients. 

Mr. Lushington appeared as Legal Assessor and Mr. 
Winterbotham as Solicitor to the Council. 

Dr. Avarne and Dr. Skrimshire were the complainants, 
and Dr. Bawden appeared in person. 

The PrEsIDENT called upon Dr. Skrimshire to state the 
case for the complainants. 

Dr. SKRIMSHIRE wanted to explain why Dr. Avarne and 
he appeared in person in support of the statutory declara- 
tions they had made, and why they at the eleventh hour, 
as it were, became complainants in this case. Up to 
May 12th they were simply informants. They had 
gathered information and evidence, and they understood 
that the Council would undertake an investigation of the 
conditions and circumstances on proper evidence being 
tendered, and that, if it was found sufficient, the Council 
would act upon its warning notice of December, 1905. It, 
however, became known to them that that course would 
not be followed, and they very reluctantly stepped into 
the breach rather than have the matter postponed for 
another six months. What they had done they had done 
on principle, and all their efforts had been for the honour 
of the profession. Their desire was to approach the con- 
sideration of the case without animus, and with as little 
self-interest as possible. The commencement of the 
matter dated back to quite three months before Dr. Bawden 
arrived on the scene. In December, 1905, a Committee 
of the Tradespeople’s Doctors Fund in Blaenavon 
approached Dr. Avarne and himself and submitted their 
rules for inspection, stating that they had called upon and 
received 180 signatures in favour of the scheme. Knowing 
that the Committee had systematically canvassed most of 
the tradesmen and the larger part of the private residents, 
and had represented, without their consent, that one or 
other of them would be appointed surgeon, they both in 
turn refused the position. Dr. Bawden was appointed 
to the position, and arrived on January 29th, 1906. 
Directly after his appointment an active canvass took 
place, and the name of Dr. Bawden as “our new 
doctor ” was freely mentioned, and several of the patients 
who had so far refused to join were again ca'led upon for 


their contributions. Dr. Bawden’s name and address 
was printed on the rules and contribution cards. On 
February 13th, a friendly letter of warning was sent to 
Dr. Bawden by the Secretary of the Monmouthshire 
Division of the British Medical Association, and on 
February 23rd a notice warning him of his position was 
sent to him by the Secretary of the Medical Defence 
Union. Neither of these communications were acknow- 
ledged. Then the statutory declarations obtained were 
sent to the Council. The next week Dr. Bawden, who was 
said to have severed his connexion with the fund, com- 
menced a personal canvass, and issued letter cards, three 
of which he produced. The fund had been dissolved, but 
Dr. Bawden’s conduct since that event showed that he had 
been endeavouring to make use for the future of the intro- 
duction given him by the advertising agency with which 
he had been associated. 

Dr. AVARNE read his statutory declaration. He identified 
a letter card which was sent to a patient of his who was 
canvassed but never belonged to the Fund and who 
refused to have anything to do with it. This card stated: 
“In consequence of certain spiteful complaints that have 
been made to the General Medical Council Dr. Bawden 
had had to sever his connexion with the Blaenavon 
Tradespeople’s Doctor's Fund. He has undertaken to 
attend the patients as usual, but payments must be 
made to him personally, and he will be glad to receive 
the same this week at his residence, No. 1, Park Street, 
Blaenavon, May 9th, 1906.” 

In cross-examination by Dr. BawpEN, he stated that it 
was not the fact that a patient had told him that Dr. 
Bawden had said he would not attend him without his 
(Dr. Avarne’s) consent. It was not the fact that the 
patient had not been seen by him for four days. 

In answer to Mr. Lusuinaron, the witness said that the 
ecard in question was in Dr. Bawden’s handwriting, and 
this Dr. Bawden admitted. 

Dr. SKRIMSHIRE was then called as a witness, and in 
answer to the PrEsIDENT, said he did not desire to read 
his statutory declaration, as it was embodied in his state- 
ment. A similar postcard to the one above set forth was 
shown to the witness, and he said the card was addressed 
to a patient of his, who gave it to him. 

Dr. SKRIMSHIRE then read the statutory declaration of 
John Jones of April 20th, 1906, from which it appeared 
that he had been solicited to become a member of the 
Fund, and he had been invited to a meeting of the Fund. 

The PresipENT then referred to other statutory declara- 
tions and exhibits thereto, and, in answer to the Pri- 
stipent, Dr. BawpeNn said he did not desire to challenge 
the declarations or the exhibits. 

Dr. BawpEN. in opening his case, said he was pleased 
to know that, in regard to the members of the Council, 
there was an utter absence of animus. He would have 
brought witnesses to corroborate what he was going to 
say, but he had not the means. He denied that canvass- 
ing had taken place in any way, and he had distinctly 
warned the Committee of the Society of what the conse- 
quences might be if it were permitted. He assured the 
Council that he had no desire to act unprofessionally, or 
to oppose the wishes of the Council, and he had done 
everything in his power to remove any cause of complaint. 

Cross-examined by Dr. AVARNE: On February 14th he 
was warned by Dr. Greer, Hon. Secretary of the Cardiff 
Division of the British Medical Association, of the posi- 
tion of affairs, and also by Dr. Bateman, of the Medical 
Defence Union, but took no notice of either. 

By Sir Vicror Horsey: He had no warning, and saw 
no notice in the British MrEpiIcaAL JOURNAL or any other 
medical paper before taking the appointment. 

Other questions having been put to the accused, 
strangers were directed to withdraw. On readmission, 

The PRESIDENT, addressing Dr. Bawden, said: It is my 
duty to inform you that the Council, after careful con- 
sideration, have come to the following decision : 

That the facts alleged against you in the notice of inquiry 
have been proved to the satisfaction of the Council ; that the 
Council judges you to have been guilty of infamous conduct in 
a professional respect, and directs the Registrar to erase from 
the Medical Register the name of John Bate Bawden. 


Strangers were then ordered to withdraw, the PresipENT 
stating that the Council would go into camera for the 
remainder of the sitting to consider business connected 
with penal cases. 
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Thursday, May 24th, 1906. 
Dr. DonaLp MacA.isterR, President, in the Chair. 


DENTAL CASES. 

Tue Council had before it a series of complaints against 
persons registered on the Dentists’ Register. All the cases 
had been fully investigated by the Dental Committee, and 
the findings of that Committee were final as to the facts. 
The question for the Council was to decide what action 
it should take on the facts as found. The complainants 
in all the cases were the British Dental Association, and 
Mr. R.W. Turner (instructed by Messrs. Bowman and 
Jurtis-Hayward) appeared for that Association, Mr. 
Lushington appeared as Legal Assessor and Mr. Wiinter- 
botham as Solicitor to the Council. 


The Council first proceeded to the consideration, 
adjourned from December 1st, 1905, of the facts proved 
against John Jones Atwood, Thomas Rose Smart, Walter 
Bennett, Montague Alex Levason, and Daniel Shea, whose 
names all appear on the Dentists’ Register as “in practice 
before July 22nd, 1878,” and who were connected with the 
company of Guy White and Co., Limited. At the con- 
«lusion of the proceedings on December Ist, 1905, the 
President announced seriatim that in the cases of John 
Jones Atwood, Thomas Rose Smart, Walter Bennett, 
Montague Alex Levason, and Daniel Shea the further 
consideration of the charge against them had been post- 
poned until the next session of the Council, of which due 
notice would be given them, and at which they would be 
expected to be present. : 

Four of the parties summoned appeared, but Thomas 
Rose Smart did not appear. 

The further facts and evidence having been considered 
and dealt with by the Dental Committee, the Committee 
found that the following facts were established by the 
evidence : 

The said J. J. Atwood, T. R. Smart, W. Bennett, M. A. 
Levason, and D. Shea have all severed their connexion with 
<i, Guy White and-Co., Limited, the company their association 
with which was the subject-matter of the complaint, and none 
of them has since had any connexion with this or with any 
other similar company. 


In answer to the President, Mr. Sura said he had 
nothing to add to what had been said before. 

Mr. R. W. Turner stated that irom inquiries made, the 
complainants were perfectly satisfied of the severance of 
these persons from the company. 

Strangers and the parties were directed to withdraw. 
On their readmission, the PRESIDENT announced the 
judgement of the Council as follows: 


The Council, having further considered the charge proved 
against John Jones Atwood (or Thomas Rose Smart, or Walter 
Bennett, or Montague Alex Levason, or Daniel Shea), aud the 
seports of the Dental Committee thereon, does not judge you 
guilty of infamous or disgraceful conduct in a professional 
respect. 


The next case was that of Mr. George Charles Smith, 
who at the commencement of the proceedings did not 
appear personally or by counsel. 

The Dental Committee had found that the following 
facts were established by the evidences, or by the ad- 
missions of the accused practitioner: : 


The accused practitioner is on the Dentists’ Register as in 
practice before July 22nd, 1878, and his address in the Register 
is 153, High Street, Lewisham, London, Ss. FE. 

Mr. Smith has been in practice as a dentist at Lewisham for 
the last twenty-one years, and claims to have the largest 
practice in South London. 

Mr. Smith recently entered into an arrangement witha Mr. 
Farkasch for the purpose of extending his practice by a system 
of canvassing by paid canvassers organized and superintended 
by Mr. Farkasch. The canvassers distributed documents 
from house to house containing order forms for signature 
addressed to Mr. Smith, with schedule of charges for dental 
operations and for supplying artificial teeth, and subsequently 
called to solicit signatures to these order forms and to reccive 
deposits in respect thereof. The canvassers on these visits 
examined the mouths of persons who permitted them and 
advised them as to their requirements and gave estimates of 
cost. From twelve to twenty persons were employed to canvass 
for Mr. Smith’s dental practice. Mr. Farkasch is not a qualified 
dentist, but he carries on a dental practice under the name of 
the ‘‘ Hygienic Institute” at Glasgow and elsewhere by a 
similar system of canvassing, and carries on the practice by 
unqualified assistants. For the purpose of organizing the 


system of canvassing on behalf of Mr. Smith, Mr. Farkasch 
opened an office at 142, High Street, Lewisham, opposite Mr. 
Smith’s surgery, and Mr. Smith’s name appears on this door as 
well as on Mr. Smith’ssurgery. Mr. Smith employs unqualified 
assistants at 153, High Street aforesaid, who are in the habit 
of conducting dental operations on patients at Mr. Smith’s 
surgery, and extract teeth at the private residence of patients 
who have signed orders in the form above mentioned. 

Mr. Smith states that he does not wish to defend his right to 
remain on the Register. 


In answer to the President, Mr. R. W. TurNeEr said that 
the British Dental Association regarded this as a very bad 
case. The man was employing unqualified canvassers, 
and he had also been guilty of covering. It seemed to be 
a case in which the individual desire should be gratified, 
and that his name should not be allowed to remain on the 
Register. 

Strangers and the parties were directed to withdraw. 
On their readmission : 

The PresIpENT, addressing Mr. George Charles Smith 
(who was now present), said: I have to inform you that 
the Council has given careful consideration to the report 
of the Dental Committee on your case, and have decided 
as follows: 

In the facts found in the report of the Dental Committee 
it has been proved that you have been guilty of conduct which 
is infamous or disgraceful in a professional respect, and the 
Council directs the Registrar to erase from the Dentists’ 
Register the name of George Charles Smith. 


The Council next proceeded to the consideration of the 
charge against William MacGregor Veitch, L.D.S., R.C.S. 
Eng., and Mr. Thomas Wafer Byrne, L.D.S., R.C.S.Eng., 
L.D.S., F.P.S.Glasg., both of whom were present. The 
Dental Committee had found that the following facts were 
established by the evidence: 

1. The practitioners complained of are on the Dental 
Register with the qualifications above set forth—Mr. Veitch 
at 112, Prince’s Road, Liverpool, and Mr. Byrne at 2, Prince’s 
Road, Liverpool. 

2. Mr. Veitch and Mr. Byrne respectively carried on practice 
as dentists in their own names at their registered addresses, 
but they also carried on a dentist’s practice under the name of 
Entwistle Bros., Ltd., at 2184, London Road, Liverpool, and 
also at Seacombe. They were the only two directors and Mr. 
Veitch was the Secretary of the Company, and with nominal 
exceptions they held the whole of the shares. 

3. Mr. Veitch and Mr. Byrne purchased the goodwill of this 
business from the representatives of deceased dentists of that 
name, who had carried ona dental practice for many years 
previously. The company employed an expert advertiser of 
the name of Kelly, who had complete control of the advertising 
department. Thecompany issued advertisements and circulars 
of an objectionable character, and containing claims of 
superiority over other practitioners. 

4. The company employed an unregistered assistant named 
James Kermode Goldsmith, who attended patients and per- 
formed dental operations at 218A, London Road, aforesaid. Mr. 
Goldsmith was registered as a dental student in July, 1894, 
and had passed all his examinations except the final examina- 
tion, and had gone through a course of practical dentistry at 
the Dental Hospital. Mr. Veitch or Mr. Byrne attended daily 
at the premises in London Road, with which they were in tele- 
phonic communication, and they superintended or performed 
the more serious operations. Their instructions to Mr. Gold- 
smith were to do the mechanical work of an unqualified 
assistant, but Mr. Goldsmith did not, as he admitted, in 
practice follow these instructions, but performed dental 
operations under gas administered by himself and on his own 
responsibility. 

5. Both Mr. Veitch and Mr. Byrne retired from the director- 
ship and parted with their shares in the company on April 
2nd, 1906. The complaint against them was made on April 
27th, and they were asked by the Registrar for an explanation 
on April 30th. In reply to the complaint and when under 
examination they expressed their unqualified regret for their 
mistaken conduct, and contended that the advertisements 
were directed against unqualified competitors. 

The PRESIDENT, addressing Mr. Veitch and Mr. Byrne 
pointed out that, if they desired it, they could address the 
Council, but the accuracy of the facts contained in the 
report must be taken as established. 

Mr. Vertcu regretted the absence of his counsel, who 
was not able to be present, because he felt sure his 
counsel would have been able to present the facts which 
had been found in such a way as to show that throughout 
their transactions with the company had been straightfor- 
ward and honourable, and the Council would have been 
impressed with their innocence of having transgressed 
to such an extent against professional conduct as to come 
within the category of infamous or disgraceful. They 
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extremely regretted having done what they did, and 
wished to point out that they had now severed all con- 
nexion with the comyany. Their private practices, which 
were kept apart from the company, had been carried on 
with the strictest regard to professional etiquette, and he 
submitted under the circumstances that they should not 
be subjected to the severe penalty of having their names 
erased from the 2eyister. 

In answer to the PREstpENT, Mr. Byrne said he had 
nothing to add to what Mr. Veitch had said. Hetook no 
objection to the facts as found. 

Mr. TurNER submitted that this was a very serious 
matter, for on the facts found, it appeared that they, in 
competition with other unqualified persons, took over a 
business which they were employed to carry on for a 
person who was himself an unqualified competitor, and 
they left it entirely to this person to decide whether or 
not they should be called in to assist; this business was 
carried on under an advertisement sanctioned by the 
company of which these two gentlemen were directors, 
which stated that they made a special feature of their 
ability to rectify mistakes by inefficient practitioners. 
They had not expressed their regret to the Council, or 
given an undertaking to the Council as to the future. 

Dr. SaunpBy pointed out that the report stated that 
Mr. Veitch and Mr. Byrne retired from the directorship 
and parted with their shares in the company on April 2nd, 
1906. They must have parted with those shares to some- 
body ; who was it ? 

The PResipENT stated that the question had heen 
directly put to the two persons charged, but the answer 
given was not satisfactory. _ 

Strangers and the parties were directed to withdraw. 
On their readmission : 

The Present (addressing Mr. Veitch individually) said: 


The Council has given long and careful consideration to your’ 


case, and, on the facts found in the report of the Dental Com- 
mittee, it has been found that you have been guilty of conduct 
which is infamous or disgraceful in a professional respect, and 
the Council directs the Registrar to erase from the Dentists’ 
Register the name of William MacGregor Veitch. 


Mr. VEItcH: I can give an undertaking if the Council 
wish. 

The Prestpent then made a like statement to Mr. 
Thomas Wafer Byrne. 


The next case was a charge against Isidore Clifford, 
Ruby Edmund Clifford, Walter Clifford, and Stanley 
Clifford, in regard to whom the Dental Comimittee had 
found the following facts: 


The practitioners complained of are all on the Dentists’ 
Register as at 20, Grosvenor Street, London, W., and as in 
practice before July 22nd, 1878. [Mr. Isidore Clifford was also 
registered as L.D.S., R.C.S. Eng. (1887). ] 

All the accused practitioners joined in forming and are the 
principal shareholders and the only directors of a limited 
company named the American Dental Institute, Limited, 
incorporated under the Companies Acts for the purpose (inter 
alice) of promoting the adoption of advanced American and 
other scientific methods of Dental Surgery, which company 
carries on dental practice at divers addresses in London, 
Manchester, and Liverpool. 

That'in such practice the company employs unregistered 
assistants (namely, Mr. Skrimshire, Mr. Robertson, Mr. 
McCormick, Mr. Kennedy, Mr. McDermid, and Mr. Storey, 
all using the title of doctor) to attend patients, and perform 
dental operations upon them. 

That the company systematically advertises extensively by 
pamphlets of an objectionable character and containing claims 
of superiority over other practitioners and depreciation of 
them. Theacecused practitioners by theircounsel also did not 
dispute the accuracy of an article in the Review of Revieis 
which sets out at great length within quotation marks an in- 
terview with one of the directors of the company, containing 
seandalous and highly objectionable remarks with regard to 
dentists and dentistry. 

The accused practitioners by their counsel undertook that 
the company (of which they are practically the whole of the 
shareholders) should be dissolved; that neither they nor the 
company would employ any persons contrary to the resolution 
of Council of November 24th, 1892, and further that they and 
atid would discontinue all advertisements of every 
<ind. 


The respondents were represented by Mr. C. M. 
Warmington, K.C., and Mr. T. L. Wilkinson, instructed by 
Messrs. Frank Richardson and Sadlers. 

The PRESIDENT inquired of Mr. Warmington if he desired 
to address the Council as to the judgement it might pass 


on the facts, the facts as found by the Dental Committee 
being conclusive. 

Mr. WARMINGTON replied that the respondents through 
him desired to express their profound regret that they 
had been guilty, as had been found by the Council, of 
offences of professional misconduct; it was far from their 
wish to reflect upon their fellow practitioners, and they 
felt deeply the disgrace that it should have been thought 
they intended, by anything that had been said, especially 
in the Review of Reviews, to make odious charges (for they 
were odious charges) against members of their profession. 
They wished to give an undertaking to do the utmost in 
their power to make amends for their misconduct. They 
desired through him to express their intention henceforth 
to obey the rules of professional conduct which had been 
laid down by the Council for the good of the profession. 
He could not say more, but left the matter in the hands of 
the Council. 

Mr. TurRNER thought Mr. Warmington would desire to 
add that his clients entirely withdrew the allegation they 
had made, besides expressing their regret. 

Mr. WARMINGTON assented, 

Mr. TurNER pointed out that this again was a very 
serious case, and one of the leading examples of adver- 
tising in the kingdom. He was therefore glad that, wher. 
these gentlemen came under the influence of their learned 
counsel, they had adopted the course they had, and not. 
endeavoured to fight the case. The advertisement stated 
one thing, the actual practice being entirely different ; the 
public were thereby’ deceived, and were entitled to pro- 
tection. 

Strangers and the parties were directed to withdraw. 
On their readmission, 

The PresipentT, addressing the four respondents by 
name, said: 

The Council has deliberated carefully on your case, and on 
the facts found in the report of the Dental Committee it has 
been proved that you have been guilty of conduct which is 
infamous or disgraceful in a professional respect, and the 
Council directs the Registrar to erase from the Dentists’ 
Register the names of Isidore Clifford, Ruby Edmund Clifford, 
Walter Clifford, and Stanley Clifford. 


SIGHT-TESTING Opticians BILL. 

The Council received from the Executive Committee 
a recommendation to adopt the following resolution in 
regard to a communication from the British Optical 
Association and in regard to the Sight-testing Opticians 
Bill: 

That the Lord President of the Privy Council be informed 
that the Council have carefully considered the petition and 
the Bill submitted to them, and are of opinion that it 
would be dangerous in the public interest to confer the 
privileges and powers contemplated therein on persons 
other than those duly qualified in ophthalmic medicine 
and surgery ; that. the Council trust that the sanction of 
Parliament and of the Privy Couneil will be withheld from 
these proposals, and submit the accompanying memo- 
randum, which has been approved by the Council, as 
setting forth the grounds on which their objections are 
based. 

Dr. NorMAN Moore moved the adoption of the resolu- 

tion. 

Sir Vicror Horsiry suggested that as the resolution 
contained two separate propositions a full stop should be 
inserted after the word “ proposals.” 

The PresipENT thought that was convenient, and Dr. 
NorMAN Moore was willing to accept the suggestion. 

Dr. McVai suggested that the word ophthaimic 
should be omitted from the resolution. 

Dr. NormAN Moore said he was about to mention that 
obvious point. He thought it was quite clear that it was 
very important something should be done in this matter. 
The body which had been endeavouring to obtain this 
power had been putting out feelers in a variety of 
directions. 

Sir Victor Horsiey said that although he was not a 
member of the Executive Committee, he would second the 
resolution down to the word “ proposals.” The position 
did not require any long explanation. There was a Bill 
before Parliament, and this was the first occasion on 
which the Government had sought from the medical pro- 
fession any expression of opinion, and naturally the 
Council weleomed the opportunity of expressing its 
opinion that the Bill went further than the circumstances 
warranted, and that it contained such powers as would 
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enable persons who were wholly unqualified to examine 
eyes under all circumstances. [t was quite true there 
were reservations made, but they were inadequate. , He 
thought the Council ought to express its knowledge of the 
fact that these persons had been advertising as unqualified 
ophthalmic practitioners for a long time. 

The President said that Sir Victor Horsley had rightly 
referred to the fact that through the Privy Council the 
document had been sent to the Council for its opinion. 
It might be remembered that some years ago the Council 
had reason to complain that sometimes matters affecting 
the medical profession were dealt with by Government 
offices without reference to the Council. In response to a 
request from the Council, the authorities had agreed that 
the Council should have an opportunity of seeing at an 
early stage any document that seemed to touch the 
medical profession. He had to acknowledge, on behalf of 
the Council, the courtesy of the various offices and the 
various Secretaries of State who had cordially given the 
Council the present opportunity of considering this 
document. The President then put the following 
resolution : 

That the Lord President of the Privy Council be informed 

that the Council have carefully considered the petition 
and the Bill submitted to them, and are of opinion that it 
would be dangerous in the public interest to confer the 
privileges and powers contemplated therein on persons 
other than those duly qualified in medicine and surgery, 
and that the Council trust that the sanction of Parliament 
and of the Privy Council will ba withheld from these 
proposals, 

The resolution was put to the Council and carried 

unanimously. 

Dr. PyrE-SMITH moved: 


That the accompanying memorandum, subject to such 
amendments as may be approved, be transmitted to the 
Lord President of the Privy Council as setting forth the 
grounds on which the objections of the Council are based. 


This was seconded by Mr. Morris, and a discussion 
ensued, 

Professor SAuNDBY, who had been concerned in fighting 
the Bill on behalf of the medical profession for several 
years, criticized the memorandum, as originally drafted, in 
certain respects, and mentioned that the Spectacle- 
makers’ Company once gave an undertaking to the 
British Medical Association that they would not allow 
their diplomates or fellows to advertise improperly, but 
when subsequently appealed to they refused to take any 
action in this direction. As regards the title “ optician,” 
he thought that the Council should not try to take away 
from opticians the trade title which they had enjoyed for 
a considerable length of time, and on this ground he 
objected to the first paragraph in the memorandum, and 
called attention to the danger of the use of mydriatic 
drugs, which were indispensable if the opticians were to 
do all that they claimed to be able to do. 

Sir Victor Horstey mentioned that he also had 
been engaged in the preparation of similar docu- 
ments, and thought that these persons were, as 
Dr. Saundby had said, entitled to the use of the 
word “ optician.” and that the Council ought not to 
quarrel with their use of that title; that they sought to 
improve their knowledge of optics was a laudable inten- 
tion, and he thought that in approaching the Legislature 
this should be acknowledged. He drew attention to two 
memorandums that had been published, one by the Royal 
College of Surgeons of England, and a second by the 
Medico-Political Committee of the British Medical Asso- 
ciation. These documents brought out all the points 
which he would like to see embodied in the memorandum; 
he thought that the history of ophthalmology given in the 
memorandum was most important, and should go to the 
Privy Council. He thought the memorandum was very 
valuable from that point of view, but it should be sup- 
plemented by some special reference to the position of 
opticians by drawing attention to the fact of the inability 
of their carrying out what they purported to do, because 
of the impossibility of allowing them to use mydriatics. 
He therefore suggested that the memorandum should be 
added to in the way Dr. Saundby and he had suggested. 

Mr. Artuur THOMSON made some criticisms on the 
wording of the memorandum, which he thought might be 
improved from the point of view of accuracy. 

After some discussion, the PrestpENT stated that the 


document before the Council need not be the final memo- 
randum, and if Sir Victor Horsley and Dr. Saundby would 
submit to the Council a statement of the supplemental 
points which they thought ought to be made, they could 
be embodied and sent up afterwards. 

It was further suggested that the Council would be 
perfectly satistied to leave the matter in the hands of the 
President to draft and prepare the Memorandum, and it 
was arranged that he should confer with Sir Victor 
Horsley and Dr. Saundby in order to amend it in the sense 
they suggested. 

The memorandum, the text of which follows, is the 
amended form finally adopted, and entered on the 
minutes of the Council at its meeting on Monday. May 
28th. 

MEMORANDUM 
ON 
THE PETITION OF THE ‘ BRITISH OPTICAL ASSOCIATION” FOR 
THE GRANT OF A CHARTER, 


AND ON THE BILL NOW BEFORE PARLIAMENT 


“TO REGULATE THE PRACTICE OF SIGHT-TESTING OPTICIANS 
AS REGARDS THE TESTING OF SIGHT.” 


Submitted by the President to the General Medical Council, and 
approved by the Council on May 26th, 1906. 


Tue following statement sets forth the grounds on which 
the General Medical Council bases its objections to the 
»roposals contained in the Petition and in the Bill laid 
eee the Council by direction of the Lord President. 
The Lord President has already been informed that, in the 
Council’s opinion, it would be dangerous to the public 
were the proposed powers and privileges conferred on 
persons other than those duly qualified in medicine and 
surgery. 

An * optician ” is defined by Johnson to be ‘“ one skilled 
in optics ’---that is, in a branch of science which can be 
understood or cultivated only by the aid of considerable 
proficiency in mathematics. In this sense, at least, the 
word is inapplicable either to the great majority of those 
who follow the simple handicraft of a spectacle-maker or 
to the great majority of those who deal in the wares which 
spectacle-makers produce. 

The fifth clause of the petition sets forth that ‘ the trade 
or profession of a practical optician includes and always has 
included the practice of the science of measuring the refrac- 
tion of the eye and the adaptation of lenses for aiding 
defective sight which forms a most important part of the 
practical optician’s duty and requires special knowledge 
and training for rendering proficient those who profess to 
adapt lenses for aiding defective sight.” The whole of this 
statement, and especially the words in italics, are devoid 
of any real foundation. The statement and the claim it 
implies are contradicted by the facts of history. 

Until early in the second half of the nineteenth century, 
the nature, the extent, and the causes of the differences in 
the refraction of the eye were wholly unknown, the means 
of measuring them were non-existent, no standard of 
normal vision had been adopted, or even suggested, and 
no ‘‘sight-testing” was possible. It was known that the 


majority of people became unable to read small print with © 


comfort at 50 years of age or earlier, and that their power 
to do so might usually be restored by convex spectacles. 
Such persons were said to have “aged sight,” or to be 
‘‘presbyopic,” but no one understood the mechanism by 
which young eyes were ‘‘accommodated” or adjusted for 
near vision, and so no one understood the nature of the 
defect by which this power of adjustment was lost. The 
loss was ascribed, in books on optics, to an imaginary 
‘ flattening ” of the front surface of the eye. Manufacturers 
supplied retail dealers with convex spectacles distin- 
guished by ‘“‘numbers,” roughly corresponding with their 
focal lengths in inches; and it was a matter of common 
trade and popular knowledge that a presbyope of about 50 
would require (say) number 36. This would be given to 
him to “try,” and, if he did not like it, he would 
‘“‘try” weaker and stronger powers until he obtained 
what he could see with. In some shops his ‘‘num- 
ber” would be approximately found by an_ “ opto- 
meter”—that is to say, an instrument something like 
a shoemaker’s measure, with a fixed lens and a sliding 
object of vision moving upon a graduated scale. The only 
art taken by the spectacle-seller was, as a rule, to caution 
his customer against selecting glasses which were ‘ too 
strong,” a caution which was based upon an entire mis- 
apprehension of the facts connected with a common form 
of eye disease. ; 
It was also known, at the time referred to, that a certain 
proportion of people with good sight for near objects, were 
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anable to see distant objects clearly. Such people were 
said to be ‘‘ short-sighted,” and their defect was explained 
by an imaginary excess of convexity either of the front 
surface of the eye or of its internal lens, It was customary 
to give them concave glasses which, in the words of the 
late Mr. White Cooper in 1853, would enable them ‘ to 
distinguish the outline of objects distinctly at about forty 
or forty-five feet.” Nothing was laid down with regard to 
the magnitude of the objects which were to be so distin- 
guished ; there was no ** standard of vision,” no scientific 
testing, and no knowledge of the ordinary cause of the 
condition. 

Soon after 1850 the whole subject of the defects of vision 
was investigated for the first time by a succession of medi- 
cal men possessing an adequate knowledge of optics and of 
physiology, and was placed by them upon an entirely new 
foundation. Helmholtz, by his invention of the ophthalmo- 
scope in 1851, acquired the power of inspecting the interior 
of the living eye, which had never before been revealed to 
view, and of tracing the course of light through its 
refracting media. By his invention of the ophthalmo- 
meter in 1853 he acquired the power of measuring the 
curvatures of the eye surface and of the internal 
lens, a power which led to the discovery of the 
mechanism by which the eye is adjusted for vision at 
different distances, and hence to an explanation of 
the cause of ‘“ presbyopia.” Donders, by the application of 
these and other inventions, showed that the eyeball as a 
whole is liable to depart from correct proportion in two 
opposite directions, that short sight is usually due to its 
elcngation, that this elongation is liable to increase and to 
pass almost imperceptibly into disease, and that, when 
increasing, it must .be dealt with not only by the most 
careful and scientific employment of spectacles, but also 
by limitation of use and by various medical and surgical 
means. After examining with the ophthalmoscope the 
interiors of 2,500 short-sighted eyes, he laid down the 
general proposition that ‘‘a short-sighted eye is not a 
sound eye,” a proposition which subsequent experience 
has abundantly confirmed. He discovered, what had 
never before been suspected, that a large number of people 
have eyes which are too small, too short from front 
to back, a_ structural condition the reverse of that 
which produces short sight, and which is the 
ordinary cause of squint, and of various painful and 
troublesome disabilities, which had been previously known 
and regarded as incurable, but many of which he found to 
admit of complete relief by the careful adjustment of 
glasses, Thomas Young, in 1801, had discovered in his 
own eyes a difference of refraction in different meridians, 
and caused special cylindrical glasses to be ground for 
the correction of his defect. Airy, in 1826, independently 
repeated this experience, and Whewell suggested for the 
condition the name ‘‘astigmatism.” Neither Young nor 
Airy regarded astigmatism as other than a curious per- 
sonal malformation, and it remained practically unknown 
to spectacle sellers. Donders, working on the lines laid 
down by Young, discovered it to be of frequent occurrence, 
framed precise rules for its detection and estimation, and 
showed how to determine the strength and position of 
the cylindrical glasses required for its correction. The 
cases calling for such glasses have since been found to 
amount to about 14 per cent. of all the patients coming 
under the cognizance of an ophthalmie surgeon, but 
the condition had never received the smallest atten- 
tion from ‘‘opticians.” Donders also established a 
standard of normal vision, and showed how departures 
from this standard could be numerically stated, so that 
for the first. time he rendered accurate “ sight testing ” 
possible. Every imperfection of vision is now expressed 
in figures as a fraction of the normal ; whereas, in 1850. one 
of the surgeons to Moorfields Hospital could say nothing 
more precise, in describing the result of a case which had 
been under his treatment, than that ‘the patient could 
see well enough to drive a cart along four miles of bad 
roid_to fetch coal.” Donders finally accomplished a work 
which might not unfairly have been expected from 
“opticians.” He reconstructed the scale of lenses, and 
substituted the metre for the inch as the unit of measure- 
ment for visual refraction. By this reform he greatly sim- 
plified calculations, and his metric scale is now in use 
throughout the civilized world. 

_ The researches of Donders were made known in outline 
in England in 1852, in a little book* written by the late 
Mr. Soelberg Wells, then Ophthalmie Surgeon to the 
Middlesex Hospital, and more completely in 1864, by the 
publication by a medical society of an English translation 


* The title of the book is, On Long. Short. and Weak Sight, and their 
Treatment by the Scientific Use of Spectacles. Here the word “ scientific” 
first makes its appearance in relation to the use of spectacles. 


of the original papers in which they were described. The 
work which the great Dutch surgeon commenced has been 
continued by many successors in England, on the Conti- 
nent, and in America. Better methods of investigation 
have been introduced, instruments have been multiplied 
and perfected, erroneous conclusions have been corrected, 
treatment has been improved, and a systematic literature 
of the subject has been brought into existence; but this 
progress has been due to medical men. Any information 
regarding the subject which non-medical opticians may 
now possess has been gained by studying medical writings, 
and in no other manner. It must be remembered, more- 
over, that, if a non-medical optician should improve or 
discover anything, he would be likely to regard the 
improvement or discovery as something to be patented or 
otherwise used for his personal advantage, and not, as is 
the practice of the medical profession, to be at once dis- 
closed for the general benefit of mankind. 

The admission by the petitioners in Clause 7 that, 
‘‘where defective vision is due to other than optical con- 
ditions it should be treated by a duly qualified medical 
practitioner,” is fatal to the rest of their contention ; not 
only because, as a matter of fact, optical defects and 
diseased conditions constantly overlap and complicate 
each other, but also because the former cannot be certainly 
recognized or the latter certainly excluded by any but a 
medical practitioner. 

In order that certain errors of refraction may be accur- 
ately measured,i t is often necessary to produce temporary 
paralysis of the accommodation muscles by the careful 
use of atropine or some other poisonous drug. To entrust 
the employment of these poisons to opticians would he to 
endanger the public safety. Yet without their use it is 
impossible to fulfil ‘‘ the function of dealing with the im- 
provement of human vision so far as optical aids are 
necessary and applicable,” which function the petitioners 
propose to assume. 

On the other hand, defects of vision that can to some 
extent be counteracted by the use of spectacles are often 
associated with diseases of the eye, which cannot be 
detected or treated by the means at the optician’s disposal. 
Weakness or error of sight is, moreover, in many cases but 
the initial symptom of grave disease affecting the nervous 
system or the body in general. Failure on the part of the 
optician to recognize such local or general disease would 
inevitably result from his lack of medical and surgical 
knowledge ; and the consequences of his failure might be 
disastrous to those who, in ignorance of his limitations, 
had placed their trust in his powers of ‘‘ sight testing.” 

The foregoing considerations apply equally to the Bill 
and the Petition, both of which are demands for exclusive 
privileges to be conferred upon persons who have no sort 
of claim to them, and who would be likely to use them to 
the prejudice of the public. A desire on the part of makers 
and sellers of spectacles to know all that can he learnt 
about the applications of their merchandize is laudable, 
and for this purpose the writings of medical men are freely 
open to them. But privileges which would hinder the 
village watchmaker from keeping a selection of ‘ spec- 
tacles to suit all sights,” or even from styling himself 
‘watchmaker and optician,” would be inconvenient to 
large sections of the population, The knowledge necessary 
to distinguish purely *‘ optical ” defects of the eye, if such 
there be, from conditions bordering upon or passing into 
disease can only be attained by a complete medical educa- 
tion : and the grant of * sight-testing ” diplomas to persons 
who are not medically educated, and who, as we already 
see abundantly, would be likely to seek to use them as 
instruments of trade advertisement, could hardly fail to 
lead to disastrous results. The persons so furnished with 
diplomas would in many cases, to use the words of Donders, 
be ‘‘rendered rash by ignorance,” and would be certain to 
transgress the wholly unpractical limitations laid down in 
the petition and in the Bill; while the public would be 
deceived by the grant of legal privileges, and would he 
likely to believe that those possessing them were really 
conversant with ophthalmology. 

It remains to mention that an argument in support of 
the Bill has been founded upon the supposed analogy 
furnished by the Pharmacy Acts; but this argument 
will not bear investigation. The pharmacist deals 
with a great range and variety of raw materials 
and of preparations, many of which in unskilful hands 
would be extremely dangerous to life. The ‘ optician” 
deals only with Jenses, few in number, simple 
in construction, and harmless in themselves. His 
shop contains no sources of peril against which the 
public may rightly ask to be protected. Moreover, in 
regard to bodily infirmities, the pharmacist’s duty is 
limited to the supply of preparations asked for by cus- 
tomers, or to the accurate dispensing of the prescriptions 
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of qualified medical practitioners. He exceeds his duty 
when he himself undertakes to diagnose and to prescribe 
for even the simpler departures from health. The optician 
has at present the analogous functions of making and 
selling the mechanical and optical appliances which the 
purchaser may seek or the ophthalmic surgeon may pre- 
scribe. To confer on him the privilege of himself prescribing 
for and treating patients suffering from disorders of the 
eye would be to sanction the creation of an inferior and 
purely commercial order of medical practitioners, exempted 
from the training and the disciplinary restraints which the 
Medical Acts impose. 


ASSUMPTION OF TITLES BY COMPANIES. 
The Council then considered the following letter from 
the President of the Pharmaceutical Society. 


26, Brechin Place, 
South Kensington, 
May 22nd, 1906. 

Dear Dr. MacAlister,—I am writing as President of the 
Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain, to draw the attention 
of the General Medical Council to the amendment which was 
recently carried in the House of Lords on the Poisons and 
Pharmacy Bill, to the effect that a company or body corporate, 
composed of unqualified persons, may use the title of chemist, 
provided they employ a person who is qualified under the 
Pharmazy Acts. 

This decision, if allowed to become law, may have far-reach- 
ing results, not only to chemists, but also to dentists, medical 
men, and others where a personal qualification is required by 
law. 

I hope the General Medical Council may see fit to exert their 
great influence to protest against such a new departure, and I 
have the honour to invite that Council to take such steps as 
they deem necessary to impress upon the Government and the 
Houses of Parliament the danger to the public, and the in- 
justice to qualified persons, -s such proposed legislation. 

Yours very faithfully, 
R. A. Ropinson, 
President of the Pharmaceutical Society 
of Great Britain. 


Dr. Norman Moore moved, Sir Tuomas My es seconded, 
and it was agreed that this letter should be received and 
entered on the minutes. 

Mr. Tomes moved— 


That the President be requested to inform the Lord Presi- 
dent of the Privy Council that, in the opinion of this 
Council, the principle involved in the Poisons and Phar- 
macy Bill, as amended in the House of Lords, whereby 
corporate bodies are permitted to assume _ professional 
titles, which, in the case of individuals, cannot legally be 
assumed by any but those who are personally qualified by 
training, examination, and registration, is fraught with 
danger to the public, inasmuch as it tends to impair the 
safeguards provided by the Medical, Dentists, and 
Pharmacy Acts. 

He said that the Government had introduced into the 
House of Lords a Poisons and Pharmacy Bill which was 
partly designed to carry into effect the recommendations 
of a departmental committee which had been sitting on 
the sale of poisons. It embodied also some clauses intro- 
duced at the instance, he believed, of the Pharmaceutical 
Society, who wished to have the opportunity of getting 
some amendment of the Act, particularly of regulating 
company practice; and the Bill originally contained a 
clause rendering companies liable, just as though they 
were individuals, to the prohibitory clauses of the Phar- 
macy Acts, which prohibited unqualified persons using 
the titles conferred after examination and registration 
upon pharmaceutical chemists, or chemists and druggists. 
In the House of Lords an ainendment was carried, the 
effect of which was to give a legal right or legal authority 
to a company to make use of the title of pharmaceutical 
chemists or chemists and druggists, as long as it employed 
at each of its places of business a qualified and registered 
pharmaceutical chemist. Now the company might have a 
fancy title, or the title of the company might be the name 


ofa man so long as he appended the word “ Limited” to’ 


it; in any case it was a complete abrogation of the restric- 
tion of the title implying qualification to the person who 
possessed it. The tone of the debate rendered it rather 
important that the Council should make some representa- 
tion on the subject, because the advocates of the Bill and 
their opponents did not seem to realize the effect of what 
they were doing. The idea that these Acts, which put 
prohibitions in the way of using titles, were of no service 
to the public, but only of service as a protection to the 
holders thereof, was put forward even by the advocates of 


the Bill. That was an extremely serious misconception. 
The restrictions were no doubt beneficial to the holders 
of the titles, but they were beneficial to the public in a 
much greater degree. He therefore thought that the 
Council should represent to the Privy Council that there 
were aspects of the question which seemed to have 
dropped out of sight. 

Sir Vicror Horstry suggested that after the words 
“danger to the public” should be added: “ by enabling 
unqualified persons to carry on medical, dental, and 
pharmacy work, inasmuch as it tends,” ete. 

The President did not think the Bill did that. 

Sir Victor Horsey replied that then the whole of the 
resolution was not right. 

Sir Jonn W. Moore seconded the resolution. There 
were some very serious provisions in the Bill which had 
not been alluded to. One was that it would enable others 
than those hitherto qualified by law to sell poisons, and in 
all parts of the United Kingdom, because the Bill, as an 
after thought, had been extended to Ireland. The duty of 
making representations as to what should be deemed 
poisons under the Sale of Poisons (Ireland) Act had been 
entrusted by the State to the Royal College of Physicians 
of Ireland, of which he was the representative. The Bill 
seemed absolutely to supersede that power; to entrust the 
duty of licensing people to sell poisons to local authorities 
all over the country would be most dangerous. 

The PresipENT thought that Sir Victor Horsley’s point 
could be met by saying, “inasmuch as it tends to impair 
the safeguards against unqualified practice provided by.” 

Sir Vicror IlorsnEy agreed, and added that it ought 
not to be forgotten that in the House of Lords this all- 
important provision was left out on the strength of 
representations made by Lord St. Aldwyn, whose argument 
was based obviously on the notorious case, since all the 
points he referred to applied to the Boots Company. The 
Council rust express its opinion in perfectly clear 
and unequivocal language. He had great pleasure in 
supporting the resolution. 

Dr. Saunppy did not feel altogether satisfied that 
pharmacy should be bracketed with medicine and den- 
tistry in this connexion. He did not agree with the view 
that a chemist’s business might not fairly be carried on as 
a purely commercial affair provided there was a duly- 
qualified man in charge. <A chemist’s business was 
remunerative to the people who found the capital. That 
was quite different to a profession carried on without any 
capitalin that sense. All that was necessary in the case 
of pharmaceutical chemists was to take care that those 
who actually carried on the business were properly 
qualified, and that there was no evasion of the Pharmacy 
Act. 

The PresipENT remarked that at present no individual 
could call himself a pharmaceutical chemist or a chemist 
and druggist unless he had passed the examinations, and 
been properly registered as such; if he did, he was liable 
to punishment. As amended, not as introduced, the Bill 
enabled a company of unregistered, unqualified, untrained 
persons to assume those titles, and exempted them entirely 
from all punishment. Therefore, if the Bill were to pass 
in its present form, the titles which were forbidden to 
individuals might be assumed by companies. 

After some fuller discussion, the PrestpeNnT called on 
the Legal Assessor, Mr. LusHinaton, who suggested that 
the resolution should stand down to the words “ profes- 
sional titles, which,” and then run ‘titles no member or 
director or person carrying on the business of such com- 
pany need be personally qualified by training, examina- 
tion, and registration to asdume, is fraught with obvious 
and extreme danger to the public.” 

Mr. Tomes expressed his willingness to accept these 
words. 

The PresipENT then (the Council having given leave to 
substitute these words for those in Mr. Tomes’s resolution) 
put the resolution as follows, and it was carried unani- 
mously: 


That the President be requested to inform the Lord President 
of the Privy Council that, in the opinion of this Council, 
the principle involved in the Poisons and Pharmacy Bill, 
as amended in the House of Lords, whereby corporate 
bodies are permitted to assume professional titles, which 
titles no member or director of such company need be 
personally qualified by training. examination and registra 
tion toassume, is fraught with obvious and extreme danger 
to the public. 
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Tue Society OF APOTHECARIES OF LONDON. 
Sir Hugo Brevor moved, Mr. Morris seconded, and it 
was agreed: 
That Mr. Edward Perey Paton, F.R.C.S.Eng., M.D.Univ. 
Lond., be appointed Assistant Examiner in Surgery to the 
A pothecaries’ Society of London for a period of tour years, 
vice Mr. Steward, who retires by rotation. 


Tur Haiti, DuBLIN. 
Dr. ADYE-CURRAN moved: 


That in consideration of the heavy expense entailed on the 


Apothecaries’ Hall, Dublin, by the appointment of the 
Surgical Examiners for London and Kdinburgh respec- 
tively, the Council resolve that at the next vacancy these 
Examiners be appointed from amongst the profession 
practising in Dublin. 


He reminded the Council that some years ago an inspec- 
tion was ordered by the Council of the Apothecaries’ Hall, 
which he had the honour to represent, and fault was found 
by the inspectors with the manner in which the examina- 
tion was conducted, and he had no hesitation in admitting 
that at that time the examination was not up to date or 
strictly in accordance with modern ideas. Immediately 
on receipt of that report, however, the Hall put into 
practice every suggestion made by this Council; so much 
so, that he was happy now to be in a position to state that 
every subsequent one had been most satisfactory; every 
examination, without exception, had been inspected, and 
in the report on the January examination Sir Henry 
llowes stated that he saw no necessity for an inspector to 
attend the April examination. This state of affairs was no 
doubt a source of satisfaction to all parties; but what he 
was most concerned about at present was the fact that, 
although other bodies had been inspected and unfavour- 
ably reported upon, they nevertheless had been granted an 
interval of repose wherein to make good their short- 
comings, but in the case of their Cinderella sister 
the inspection had been made perennial, or, he might 
more correctly say, permanent, and this in spite of 
recommendations of the Executive Committee. This state 
of affairs, which was without precedent or parallel in the 
annals of the General Medical Council, had done inealeu- 
lable injury to the Hall in scaring away candidates; he 
confidently appealed to their love of justice and fair play 
no longer to enforce it. Yet a still further penalty had, 
unwittingly or otherwise, been impozed on the body he 
represented. No doubt many members of the Council 
were aware that the report in question had had the further 
effect of dissolving the conjoint examinations between the 
Royal College of Surgeons and the Apothecaries’ Hall of 
Ireland, and, as a consequence, to the appointment by the 
Council of surgical examiners, at a remuneration of £5 a 
day and travelling allowances. The expenditure thus 
imposed on the Hall came to over £100 a year, as one of 
the examiners came from London and the other from Edin- 
burgh. He did not wish to be taken as finding any fault 
with the gentlemen in question—on the contrary they had 
always conducted their examinations with the greatest 
courtesy. The Apothecaries’ Hall had paid this penalty 
for a considerable number of years, without murmur, and 
he thought the Council would agree that in all fairness 
the time had come when this heavy and unnecessary 
expense might be removed, and that what had hitherto 
been regarded by the profession in Ireland as an un- 
merited slight be rectified by the appointment of these 
examiners from amongst the very distinguished members 
of the profession in Ireland. 

Sir Tomas supported the resolution. The diffi- 
culty about the appointment of examiners arose not from 
any embargo being laid by the Council upon the appoint- 
ment of examiners, but from the fact that after the hostile 
and severe criticism by this Council of the system of 
examinations conducted by the Apothecaries’ Hall it was 
practically ordered that no Fellow of the College should 
offer himself as a candidate for examinership. That 
embargo was now removed, and the examinations as con- 
ducted by the Apothecaries’ Hall for many years past had 
been all that could be desired. 

The PrestpENt asked what the resolution meant. It 
used the words “in future.” There was no examiner at 
present. 

Dr. ADYE-CuRRAN said he meant the next examination. 

Sir Tuomas My ues said it was intended to refer to the 
next vacancy. 


Dr. McVAaiIt suggested that the motion was entirely out 
of order; but the PRESIDENT replied that the motion was 
in order. 

Dr. McVat" said the resolution could not become a law 
of the Council, and was not binding upon it. He did not 
think that anybody would dream of electing an examiner 
outside Dublin at great cost to the Apothecaries’ Society. 
He was entirely in favour of the resolution, but thought it 
wholly unnecessary. 

The PresipENT remarked that when a vacancy did 
occur the representative of the Apothecaries’ Company 
could nominate any surgeon of repute as examiner. 

After some further discussion, Dr. ApyE-CurraAN said 
that under these circumstances he would withdraw the 
resolution. 

Sir Joun Wiit1aAm Moore, before the resolution was 
withdrawn, wished to say that Dr. Adye-Curran’s principal 
object, he took it, in moving the resolution, was to save 
expense to the Apothecaries’ Hall; but he hoped the 
Council would not permit any examiner representing it 
and performing the very responsible duty of inspector 
as well as examiner in surgery to receive a less hono- 
rarium than had been paid up to the present. Therefore 
he did not think that whether a man in Dublin or 
Edinburgh was appointed could make any difference 
except so far as travelling expenses were concerned. 

The Council having given leave for the motion to be 
withdrawn, Dr. ApyE-CURRAN said he would withdraw 
it, having satisfied himself that his object had been 
attained. 

EXAMINATIONS FOR THE SERVICES. 

Sir Heron Watson moved: 

That a report from the Examination Committee on the 
returns as to examinations for entrance to the Navy, Army, 
and Indian Medical Services received by the General 
Council on May 22nd, 1906, be received and entered on the 
minutes. 

Dr. NorMAN Moore seconded, and this was agreed to. 

Mr. Brown thought the Examination Committee ought 
to be thanked for the very exhaustive report, and moved 
that a copy of the report be sent to each licensing body. 

Dr. Bruce seconded. 

Mr. THomson objected, because it was no part of the 
Council's business. 

On the resolution being put, the Presment declared it 
lost. 

QUATERCENTENARY OF THE UNIVERSITY OF 
ABERDEEN. 

Sir Tuomas Fraser called the attention of the Counci} 
to the fact that the University of Aberdeen was about to 
hold the celebration of its 400th anniversary. He 
proposed : 

That the President and Treasurers of the Council be 
requested to arrange for the preparation and transmission 
of a suitable address of congratulation to the University of 
Aberdeen on the celebration in September next of its 
400th anniversary. 

This was seconded by Sir Patrick Heron Watson and 

earried unanimously. 

Strangers were then requested to withdraw, in order 
that a certain matter might be considered, and the Council 
subsequently adjourned. 


Friday, May 25th, 1906. 
Dr. Donatp President, in the Chair. 
DIscipLINARY CASES. 
Tue Council proceeded to deal with the case of Alexander 
Lane, registered as of Saville Chambers, Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, M.R.C.S.Eng. 1880, L.S.A.Lond. 1880, ¥.R.C.S.1. 1893, 
M.D.Durh. 1899. Mr. Lushington appeared eas Legal 
Assessor and Mr. Winterbotham as Solicitor to the 
Council. The complainants were the Medical Defence 
Union, represented by Dr. Bateman. Mr. Lane was 
represented by Mr. F. W. Hill, solicitor, Fenchurch Street, 
London. 

Mr. Hitt said he supposed that the loeus standi of Dr. 
Bateman was well recognized now by the Council, and 
that he was entitled to represent the Medical Defence 
Union, and to conduct the case before the Council. 

The Present replied that the Medical Defence Union 
were the complainants, and Dr. Bateman was their officer. 

Mr. WINTERBOTHAM read the charge, which was as 
follows: 


| 
| 
| 
| 


° ScpPLEMENT TO THE 
3 4 Barish Mepicat 


GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL. 


[Jung 2, 1906. 


That you sold to Mr. Ellis Pearson a medical practice at 
Bideford which was not a genuine, bona-fide saleable goodwill 
and practice, but was a practice fraudulently built up by you 
for the purpose of sale. 

Documents and evidence as furnished by the Council's 
solicitor were before the Council. 

Dr. BateMAN said that the case rested solely upon 
the verdict in the action of Pearson vx. Lane, and on 
the judgement in the Divisional Court on appeal. It was 
for the Council to say whether upon the verdict an order 
should be made to erase Mr. Lane’s name from the 
Register for having been guilty of professional miscon- 
duct. He was quite prepared to go into the circumstances 
which led up to the verdict. He should like the ruling cf 
the Council on the matter. 

Mr. Hitt was equally prepared to deal with the case 
either ab initio or simply on the findings of the jury, 
provided he might deal with the judge’s summing-up to 
the jury. 

The PresIpENT stated that Mr. Lushington advised that 
the inquiry should start from the later part of the trial, 
and refer to the judge's direction to the jury and the 
verdict. 

‘Dr. BATEMAN then called Mr. Fiuis Pearson, who said 
that he was F.R.C.S. and L.R.C.P.Kdin. He commenced 
an action in October, 1905, against Mr. Lane, formerly of 
Bideford, Devon. He was present when the trial took 
place at Exeter, and the jury found that the sale of the 
practice by Mr. Lane to Mr. Pearson was not a genuine 
bona-tide sale of a goodwill and practice; that the prac- 
tice was built up for sale, and assessed the damages for 
the plaintiff at £200. Two days after the trial Mr. Lane 
made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors. The 
charge of fraud was never withdrawn by witness or his 
counsel at the trial. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Il1nu: He was present in Court 
when Mr. Justice Lawrence summed up, but he did not 
consider that a transcript of the whole of that summing- 
up should have been presented to the Council in support 
of his complaint. He had supplied a part of it. Neither 
did he consider it necessary to include in his documents 
the report made by the Official Receiver who examined 
into the circumstances of Mr. Lane’s bankruptcy. 

In reply to Dr. Bateman, he said he was advised by his 
solicitor what documents he should furnish. 

This closed the case for the complainants. 

Mr. Hi. then tendered Mr. Lane as a witness but did 
not ask him any questions. 

In answer to Dr. Bateman, the WitTNEss said he could 
nou say what he had paid in reference to the damages and 
the costs. He was ruined over the case, and had no chance 
of paying. In reply to Mr. Hill, he said that an offer 
was made on his behalf to Mr. Pearson, after the verdict, 
that Mr. Pearson should be paid, in addition tv retaining 
the practice, £200, and that he should be allowed to 
collect certain book debts which were not included in 
the purchase. This offer was refused. In reply to 
Mr. Lushington, he said his memory was rather hazy 
and he could not recollect whether it occurred to him 
immediately after the trial at Exeter to take steps to 
appeal, or why it was not until a month afterwards that 
he took such steps, and then, failing in that application, 
he never went further into the matter. His father put 
_ matter in another solicitor’s hands; that was all he 

new. 

Mr. Hitt then addressed the Council on behalf of 
Mr. Lane. He said there were three points for the 
Council to consider: First, what was the real effect of 
the finding of the jury when all the circumstances sur- 
rounding it were considered ; secondly, whether the effect 
of the verdict really amounted to infamous conduct on the 
part of Mr. Lane; and, thirdly, if the Council thought his 
conduct was “infamous,” whether it amounted to infamous 
conduct in his professional capacity. Mr. Lane, however, 
did not desire him to rely on the third point; he did not 
wish to raise any technical or legal quibble, but he wished 
to contest the matter in its broad sense upon the 
question of whether, when all the circumstances were 
considered, he had been guilty of infamous conduct 
or not. Mr. Hill then read Mr. Justice Lawrence’s 
summing-up to the jury at the trial, and contended 
that this showed that the learned judge entertained 
a different view to that expressed by the jury. The 
penalty involved in the complaint was a terrible one, 


because if the decision of the Council was adverse to Mr, 
Lane it was the end of his professional career; but he 
ventured to think in a ease of this kind the Council would 
hesitate long before describing such conduct as infamous 
in a professional respect, because to so hold would be 
stretching the section of the Act far further than the 
legislature ever intended. The documents he had read 
showed that there was nothing in Mr. Lane’s conduct 
which could be characterized as infamous conduct whether 
in a professional or any other respect, although it was not 
a wise thing for him to do. 

Dr. BATEMAN, in reply, said the charge undoubtedly 
was one of infamous conduct in a professional respect, and 
it was based upon the verdict in the action of Pearson 
7. Lane, and also on the decision of the judges in the 
High Court. The jury found, first, that it was not a bona- 
fide genuine sale of the goodwill of the practice, and 
secondly, the practice was built up for sale; and by their 
verdict they practically found that fraud had been com- 
mitted, and the decision of the judges in the Divisional 
Court confirmed that. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw. On readmission, 
the PresipEeNnt, addressing Mr. Lane, said that after careful 
consideration the Council had passed the following 
resolution : 

That the facts alleged against you in the notice of inquiry 
had not been proved to the satisfaction of the Council. 


The Council then proceeded to the consideration of the 
ease of James Brander, registered as of 44, Lead Side, 
Northfield, Aberdeen, M.B., M.S., 1876, Univ. Aberd., who 
had been summoned to appear before the Council on the 
following charge, but was not present. 

That you were on February 15th, 1906, convicted of the 
following crime or offence at Aberdeen Police Court—namely, 
of drunkenness and riotous behaviour. 

The Solicrtor read the notice of inquiry and the certifi- 
cate of conviction, and stated that notices of other convic- 
tions of a similar character had been received to the 
number of fourteen. He then read a letter which had 
been received from the accused, in which he said: 

That [ have made mistakes in my life I do not deny, and 
accordingly deserve reprimand. With regard to the charge of 
drunkenness, I may state that I have been a temperate man 
all my life, although at times I may have stepped over the 
border... . I regret that neither physically nor tinancially am 
1 in a position to face this charge, otherwise it would have been 
more satisfactory. 

The PrestDENT, in reply to Professor FINLAy, said no 
notice of conviction had been received by the Council 
previous to that mentioned in the charge, to which fact he 
proposed to call the attention of the Home Secretary. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw. On readmission, 

The PresipENtT announced the decision of the Council 
as follows: 

That James Brander having been proved to have been con- 
victed of a crime or offenee, the Registrar be directed to erase 
his name from the Medical Register. 


The Council then adjourned. 


Saturday, May 26th, 1906. 
Dr. Donatp MacA.ister, President, in the Chair. 


Potsons AND PHARMACY BILL. 
THE PRESIDENT, in reply to Mr. Tomes, said he had sent 
the following letter to the Privy Council : 
May 24th, 1906. 

The Council to-day considered the enclosed letter from the 
President of the Pharmaceutica} Society, and ordered it to be 
received and entered on the minutes, After careful con- 
sideration of the points raised in the letter, the following 
resolution was agreed to nem. con. : ‘ 

“That the President be requested to inform the Lord 
President of the Privy Council that, in the opinion of 
the Council, the principle involved in the Poisons and 
Pharmacy Bill, as amended in the House of Lords, 
whereby corporate bodies are permitted to assume pro- 
fessional titles, which titles no member or director of 
such company need be personally qualified by training, 
examination, and registration to assume, is fraught with 
obvious and extreme danger to the public.” 

I may add that the feeling of the Council in the matter was 
that, if the principle above referred to were once sanctioned by 
Parliament in a particular case, it would tend seriously to 
impair the safeguards against unqualified practice which in 
the public interest has been provided by the Medical and 
Dentists Acts. 
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CASE. 

The Council then proceeded to the consideration of the 
facts proved on November 30th, 1905, against Hamlet 
Lloyd Davies, registered as of 2, Crofton Street, Great 
Western Street, Rusholme, Manchester, M.B., Mast. Surg. 
1874, Univ. Edin., who had been summoned to appear 
before the Council to answer the following charge as for- 
mulated by the Council's Solicitor: 

That you have accepted and continued to hold the appoint- 
ment of paid Medica! Officer to the Rusholme and District 
Provident Dispensary, an association which systematically 
practises canvassing for the purpose of procuring patients. 


At the conclusion of the deliberation of the Council on 
the case on November 30th, 1905, the President addressed 
Mr. Davies as follows: 

Mr. Davies, the Council have deliberated very carefully on 
your case, and they have come to the conclusion that the tacts 
alleged against you in the notice of inquiry have been proved 
to the satisfaction of the Council. 

The Council feel it their duty to express their sense of the 
gravity of the facts which have been proved against you; but 
in order to give you an opportunity seriously to reconsider 
your position in relation to the Rusholme and District Provi- 
dent Dispensary, they have adjourned the further consideration 
of the charge until the next session, when you will have to 
appear and satisfy the Council as to your conduct in the 
interval. 

Mr. Lushington appeared as Legal Assessor and Mr. 
Winterbotham as Solicitor to the Council. 

The Soniciror explained the facts to the Council, and 
said a letter had been received from Dr. Bateman, who 
supported the charge in November last on behalf of the 
Medical Defence Union. stating that he had no further 
evidence to bring before the Council. 

Mr. Davirs, in reply to the PresipEnt, said he had 
resigned the appointment to the Rusholme and District 
Provident Dispensary. Although he believed it was sti!1 
going on, he had no connexion with it. 

Strangers were directed to withdraw ; on readmission, 

The PRESIDENT, addressing Mr. Davies, said : 

The Council having given you an opportunity to seriously 
reconsider your position, and having heard the evidence as to 
your conduct in the interval, does not judge you guilty of in- 
famous conduct in a professional respect, and does not direct 
the Registrar to erase your name from the Medical Register. 


RESTORATION OF NAME, 

The Council then considered in camerd a report from the 
Executive Committee in regard to an application for the 
restoration of a name after erasure under Section 29 of the 
Medical Act (1858). 

Strangers were directed to withdraw; on readmission, 

The PRESIDENT announced that the Council had 
directed the Registrar to restore to the Medical Register 
the name of William Patrick Kirwan, L.R.C.P. and 
L.R.C.S.Edin. 


Report ON THE CycLE OF INSPECTIONS OF THE FINAL 
EXAMINATIONS, 

Sir Patrick Herron Watson moved, Mr. YounG 
seconded, and it was resolved : 

That the report from the Examination Committee on the 
whole cycle of visitations and inspections be received and 
entered in the minutes, subject to such amendments as 
the Council may approve. 

Sir Patrick Heron Watson said there were no recom- 
mendations in the report: it simply contained a series of 
opinions which the Committee submitted to the Council for 
adoption. He formally moved the adoption of the report. 

Dr. Caton seconded. 

The PresipENT pointed out that if the motion were 
adopted the opinions expressed in the report would be 
those of the Council. It contained matter as to which 
there might well be a difference of opinion, as, for 
instance, paragraph 10, and suggested that it be moved 
paragraph by paragraph. 

After some discussion this suggestion was adopted. 
The report as finally adopted is as follows : 


REPORT BY THE EXAMINATION COMMITTEE 
On the recently-completed Cycle of Inspections of the Final 
Examinations of all the Qualifying Bodies mentioned in 
Schedule A of the Medical Act, 1858. 
1. Within the past five years the final examinations of all 


the qualifying bodies* have been inspected; and all of 
them, either on a first or a second inspection, have been 
pronounced by the inspectors to be “ sufficient” within 
the meaning of the Medical Act of 1886. The Examina- 
tion Committee of the Medical Council adopted the con- 
clusions of the inspectors, and the Medical Council 
adopted the reports of the Examination Committee, and 
thus the Council has pronounced officially that all the 
final examinations so inspected are “ suflicient.” 

2. A review of the inspectors’ reports shows considerable 
diversity in the methods of conducting the examinations 
and in the standard of knowledge required. Some 
examinations are just “ suflicient,” others are certainly 
more than sufficient, and a few are considerably above a 
mere pass mark. As all the inspectors’ reports are in the 
hands of all the Examining Boards, this Committee 
refrains from classifying into grades the different exami- 
nations, but undoubtedly some do no more than attain to 
a bare sufliciency. Many of the candidates who pass at 
some of the Boards would apparently be rejected at 
others. 

3. The criticisms of the inspectors on the examination 
of each Board have been fully considered by each Board, 
and although there has been in some instances consider- 
able reluctance in admitting justification for the in- 
spectors’ animadversions, the probable result will be that 
when the next inspection takes place the inspectors’ 
reports will have led to substantial improvement. 

4. The Council's recommendation that two examiners 
should conduct the examination in any stage of it is 
frequently disregarded. It is true that no rejection takes 
place unless by the consent of two examiners, but it is far 
from certain that in all cases where pass marks have been 
given by one examiner a colleague would have concurred. 
No two examiners can have quite the same mental appre- 
ciation of a candidate's answers in such subjects as medi- 
cine and surgery ; therefore, the concurrence of at least 
two examiners should be required equally to pass or reject. 
The Committee is of opinion that this recommendation of 
the Council should be urged by the Council on all the 
Qualifying Boards. ; 

5. In the written examinations some Boards do not 
earry out the Council’s recommendation that half an hour 
should be allowed on an average for the answer to each 
written question. In the opinion of the Committee this 
rule should be rigidly enforced. 

6. The Committee is of opinion that in regard to medi- 
cine and surgery every examination should be so devised 
as to show the candidate's acquaintance with pathological 
processes in either the written or the oral parts of the 
examination. The inspectors call attention to the cireum- 
stance that at some Boards no evidence of knowledge of 
ophthalmology was required. 

7. The clinical examinations are conducted in hospital 
wards by all the Boards except two ; at these two Boards 
patients are brought to the examination rooms. Generally 
the clinical examinations have been conducted gatisfac- 
torily both in medicine and surgery. In one instance on 
a first inspection the examination was reported as having 
been unduly hurried; at the second inspection ample 
time was allowed. In another instance the presence of 
strangers in the wards was stated to have interfered with 
the work; on a further visit the inspector was satisfied 
with the examination. 

8. The examinations in practical surgery were gene- 
rally satisfactory, although it was remarked that at 
some Boards the display of instruments and apparatus 
might have been more comprehensive. All the Boards 
require skin markings of operation incisions on the 
living subject. 

9. As regards examination in operative surgery on the 
subject, some Boards exact this from every candidate, 
others from selected candidates only, and some Boards do 
not require it at all. One inspector commends such 
examination, another reprobates it and urges that the 
time might be more usefully employed. This Committee 
is of opinion that examination in operative surgery on 
the subject is a valuable test of the candidate’s know- 
ledge of surgical anatomy and of his manipulative skill, 


* The number of qualifving bodies has been added to since the 
inspection was determined on by the foundation of new universities 
in Liverpool, Leeds, and Sheflield. The Victoria University, at the 
time of the inspection of its final examination, included a8 con- 
——— colleges the several colleges at Manchester, Liverpool, and 

eeds. 
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and the Committee believes that by having such exami- 
nation in prospect the student will devote more time and 
attention to practical surgical procedure than if no such 
test be in front of him. 

10. Some Boards are without special examiners in 
medical jurisprudence and hygiene and do not set a 
special paper on these subjects, but leave it to the 
examiners in medicine, surgery, and midwifery to ascertain 
as they may think fit the student’s acquaintance with 
these subjects. This Committee is of opinion that these 
important departments should have special examiners. 

11. Each of the three Irish Boards conduct a well- 
devised and searching practical examination in oph- 
thalmology. Only one British Board has such an 
examination. The Irish example deserves to be 
commended and followed. 

12. Two Boards only have instituted a special practical 
examination in mental disease at an asylum. 

13. At some of the Boards certain of the examiners take 
part in all the stages of the examination in medicine or 
surgery—the written, the clinical, the practical, and the 
oral—thus ensuring that each candidate has been by at 
least one examiner followed from beginning to end of the 
examination on the subject. At other Boards no such 
procedure is provided, and seldom, if ever, does any one 
examiner see the written, the clinical, and the oral of any 
candidate throughout. 

14. Some Boards require a candidate to enter for all the 
subjects of the final examinations at one time. Other 
Boards allow of entry for one of the subjects at a time. 
Where the latter practice is adopted, and where a Board 
that requires entry for all subjects at once gives credit for 
one or two subjects when there has been failure in the 
other subject or subjects, this Committee is of opinion 
that at least 10 per cent. more than a mere pass-mark of 
50 per cent. should be exacted. 

15. One Board separates the systematic examination in 
medicine and surgery from the clinical examination by an 
interval of some months—the clinical being the final or 
pass examination. There is much to be said in favour of 
this arrangement, as the student in the interval may 
devote himself entirely to clinical and practical work. 

16. One Board allows a candidate to receive pass-marks 
for the systematic or the clinical examination in surgery 
independently of each other. He must enter for both, but 
may pass in systematic surgery and not in clinical surgery, 
and vice versa, and be only examined at a future time in 
the branch in which he failed. This Committee is of 
opinion that a pass-mark should not be allowed in clinical 
work if there has been failure in the systematic exami- 
nation. 

17. The Examination Committee commends the method 
of regarding systematic medicine and surgery respectively 
as separate subjects from clinical medicine and surgery,and 
is of opinion that failure in clinical medicine or surgery 
should not be compensated by excellence in the systematic 
branches. 

18. At one Board no curriculum of study has yet been 
prescribed. The Medical Act of 1858 requires sufficiency 
of “study” as well as of examination. 

This Committee makes no observations on the examina- 
tion in midwifery, as a Special Committee of the Medical 
Council is at present considering all that pertains to the 
teaching of practical midwifery. 

Patrick HERON WatTSoON, 
Chairman of Examination Committee. 
May, 1906. 


On paragraph 6 Mr. Jackson moved to add after the 
word “ophthalmology” the words “ otoiogy and laryngo- 
logy,” as, in his opinion, it was a matter of serious impor- 
tance that medical men of the present and future time 
should have some knowledge of these subjects. 

Dr. Kipp seconded. 

After some discussion the amendment was put and 
declared lost. 

On paragraph 10 being adopted, the PRESIDENT expressed 
the opinion that it was very important not to require 
special examiners, because they could not then take part 
in any other part of the examination. 

Dr. McVait was of opinion that there should be 
attached to every Examining Board a person who knew 
hygiene thoroughly. 

Sir Tuomas Fraser agreed with Dr. McVail, as it was 
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not fair to a candidate to have an examiner who was not 
fully acquainted with the subject. 

Dr. SAuNDBY said that the Council’s object should be 
not to put up an additional barrier to the ordinary 
student getting on to the Levister, but to see that they 
were sufficiently educated in medicine, surgery, and mid- 
wifery. The ordinary qualifying examination should be 
kept as simple as possible, and therefore, the Council 
ought not at the present time to propose that there 
should be special examiners or special examinations in 
these subjects. 

Dr. Mackay, to bring the matter to an issue, proposed : 

That this Committee is of opinion that speeial questions 

should be set in these important departments. 


He ventured to think they would not get the subjects 
examined upon at all except by special examiners. 

Sir JouN Moore seconded. 

Dr. Linpsay StreveEN supported the amendment. In 
his opinion no examination in Forensic Medicine or 
Ilygiene could be considered satisfactory unless it was 
conducted by men who had devoted most of their time to 
the subjects. 

Sir CuristorpHeER Nixon’ considered medical juris- 
prudence an important subject in medical education, and 
he had always been taught that hygiene was an essential 
part of medicine; therefore he could not understand a 
body like the General Medical Council trying to minimize 
the value of hygiene; it ought to try and increase it. 

Dr. NoRMAN Moore said the duties of a medical officer 
of health were totally different to those of an ordinary 
practitioner. It would be better to leave the examining 
bodies to choose their own way with regard to the subjects. 

Dr. Bruce supported the amendment as it was the 
correct inference from the previous recommendations of 
the Council. 

Sir T. MyLes supported the recommendation. In his 
opinion the amendment was a serious departure from it, 
and was not logical. 

Mr. Tomes agreed with Sir T. Myles: in order to be 
logical there must be two examiners in the subjects. 

The amendment was then put and declared lost. 

Dr. NorMAN Moore then moved: 


That all candidates should be examined in these subjects. 


Mr. JAcKsoNn seconded. 

The amendment was lost. 

Sir Jonn WinnrAms moved that the last sentence of the 
paragraph be omitted. 

Dr. Norman Moore seconded the amendment, which 
was lost. 

Dr. NorMAN Moone suggested that if the Council was 
going to make a deliberate addition to the burden of 
intending practitioners, it ought to be done after full 
discussion. He moved that the whole of Clause 10 be 
omitted. 

Sir Jonn WILLIAMS seconded. 

The amendment was lost. 

The motion was then put and earried. 

At the request of Dr. Bruce the names and numbers 
were taken down, when 20 voted for, 12 against; 1 did not 
vote, and 1 was absent. 

Paragraphs 11, 12, 13, and 14 were agreed to. 

Paragraph 15 was, at the instance of Sir VicTor 
amended and approved, as also 
Paragraph 16. 

Paragraph 17 was amended to read as printed above. 

Sir Patrick Heron Watson moved, and Dr. Caton 
seconded, the adoption of Paragraph 18. 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN moved that the last clause, “‘ The 
Medical Act of 1858 requires sufliciency of ‘ study’ as 
well as of examination,” be omitted. To insert that clause 
was to express an adverse opinion by a side wind, and if 
the Committee could not express it openly it had better 
be omitted altcgether. 

Sir Viceror Horstry seconded. It seemed to him the 
side wind was almost a gale. 

Sir Hucn Brrvor asked whether, having brought the 
matter to the notice of the Council, it could not be 
withdrawn. 

Dr. McVati said the Committee would be willing to 
withdraw the last clause. 

This was agreed to and the paragraph as amended 
approved, 

The last paragraph was also approved. 
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Mr. Morris moved, Sir T. Myies seconded, and it was 
resolved : 
That a copy of the Examination Committee’s report as 
amended be sent to each of the licensing bodies for its 
information. 


THe Firth YEAR. 
Dr. Bruce moved: 


That it be remitted to the Education Committee to consider 
how far Recommendation V of the General Medical 
Council—namely, *‘that the fifth year should be devoted 
to clinical work at one or more public hospitals or dis- 
pensaries, British or foreign, recognized by any of the 
medical authorities mentioned in Schedule (A) of the 
Medical Act (1858), provided that of this year six months 
may be passed as a pupil to a registered practitioner 
possessing such opportunities of imparting practical 
knowledge as shall be satisfactory to the medica! autho- 
rities””"—is at present being given effect to, and if the 
Committee sees fit to recommend to the Council such 


changes in the said resolution as would be likely more | 


effectually to secure the object aimed at by the Council in 
1890. 


He feared it was notorious that, although the resolution of 
the General Medical Council required that the fifth year 
should be given up to clinical work, as a matter of fact 
this rule in most cases was almost nugatory. It was, so 
to speak, merely a pious opinion, with the result that the 
practical side of the future doctor's training was forced 
into the background and the theoretical unduly exalted. 
The only cure yet suggested by reformers was to add 
another year to the present course of purely professional 
studies by putting certain ancillary studies outside the 
curriculum, and in this way to gain the additional time 
necessary for the work. While heartily approving such a 
change, he feared it would not help matters much; the 
same system of overlapping would almost certainly con- 
tinue. To get at the root of the difficulty, the proper plan 
was not to postpone clinical work until the student had 
learnt the principles, but to start off immediately with 
practice, and to wed practice and principles together. 
Send the student straight, if not to the bedside, certainly 
to the out-patient’s department; place him under tutorial 
eare, teach him to observe for himself, and, as soon 
as possible, make him put his own hand to what was 
to be his life’s work. Those who had taken the trouble to 
think on the best form of medical education looked back 
to the old apprenticeship system with, in many respects, 
feelings of regret. He ventured to suggest that the 
nearest solution of the problem of the best method of 
medical education was to secure to the student the 
advantages of the older system while retaining those of 
the newer and, he confessed, better, but, in spite of 
careful examination, far from faultless method. It may 
be said that as a Council they had refrained from laying 
down the precise times and the right course of medical 
studies, but they had declared for a final year of clinical 
work. It was their duty, if they had made a mistake, to 
retrace their steps, to abandon that undesirable position 
by declaring for early, steady, and continuous practical 
training of the student during his whole course. The 
opportunity for practical work under the supervision of a 
practitioner qualified for the duty had, so far as he knew, 
never once been taken advantage of, and it was never 
likely to be; the sooner such a recommendation 
disappeared from the list the better. 

Sir T. McCain ANDERSON seconded. 

Dr. Mackay was sure the Education Committee would 
be glad if this were remitted to them for consideration. 
It was unnecessary to discuss it in detail. 

The resolution was then put and agreed to. 


REPORT oF THE PHARMACOPOEIA COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of Dr. Norman Moors, seconded by 
Dr. Linpsay Sreven, the following report of the Pharma- 
copoeia Committee was received and entered in the 
minutes: 


rom November 21st, 1905, to May 19th, 1906, the number of 
copies of the British Pharinacopoeia (1898) sold by the pub- 
lishers was 516. The total number of copies sold in the year 
was 1,150. Up to the present date 37,584 copies of the 
Pharmacopocia and 4,410 copies of the Indian and Colonial 
Addendum have been sold. The stock of the Pharmacopoeia 
remaining on hand now consists of 2,447 copies, with 1,954 
copies of the Addendum. No new impression will therefore 
be necessary for some time to come. 


Committee a number of useful suggestions for the revision of 
the Pharmacopoeia from the Joint Committee of the Medical 
and Pharmaceutical Societies of Victoria, and also a report 
from New Zealand on the same subject. Other suggestions 
bearing on pharmacopoeial unification have been received from 
Holland. The new Pharmacopoecias of the Netherlands and 
of the Austrian Empire have been received. Each adopts the 
conclusions as to potent drugs and preparations arrived at by 
the Brussels Conference of 1902. These conclusions have now 
been finally embodied in an International Agreement, entered 
into between the British Government and the authorities of 
the other Powers. 

The Chairman of the Committee of Reference in Pharmacy 
nominated by the two Pharmaceutical Societies of the United 
Kingdom states that subcommittees for various branches of 
investigation have been formed and are at work. Reports on 
the progress made may be expected before the next meeting of 
the Council. 

or COMMITTEES. 

On the motion of Dr. Norman Moors, seconded by 

Mr. Morris, the following nominations by the Branch 


Councils were agreed to: 


EXAMINATION COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: Dr. Pye-Smith, Mr. Young, 
Dr. Caton. 
Scottish Branch-Council: Sir P. Heron Watson, Dr. Finlay, 
Dr. MeVail. 
Trish Branch Council: Sir Thomas Myles, Dr. Little, 
Sir John Wm. Moore. 


EDUCATION COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: Dr. Norman Moore, Sir G. 
Philipson, Sir J. Williams. 
Scottish Branch Council: Dr. Mackay, Sir John Tuke, 
Sir I’. McCall Anderson. 
Trish Branch Council: Dr. Little, Sir C. Nixon, Sir John 
William Moore. 


HEALTH COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: Dr. Cocking, Mr. Power, 
Mr. Jackson. 
Scottish Branch Council: Dr. Bruce, Dr. Lindsay Steven, 


Dr. MeVail. 
Trish Branch Council: Sir John Wm. Moore, Sir Thomas 
Myles, Dr. Bennett. 


PHARMACOPOEIA COMMITTER. 
English Branch Council: The President (Chairman), 
Dr. Norman Moore, Sir G. Philipson, Dr. Caton, Dr. Barrs, 
Scottish Branch Council : Sir Thomas Fraser, Dr. MeVail. 
Trish Branch Council: Sir John Wm. Moore, Dr. Little. 


FINANCE COMMITTEE. : 
Dr. Pye-Smith (Chairman), Mr. Tomes, Sir Patrick Heron 
Watson, Dr. Bennett. 


DENTAL COMMITTEE. 
The President (Chairman), Mr. Morris, Mr. Tomes, Sir 
Patrick Heron Watson, Sir Thomas Myles. 
The Council then adjourned. 


Monday, May 28th, 1906, 
Dr. Donatp MacAuister, President, in the Chair. 


Tut minutes of Saturday's meeting were read and con- 
firmed. 


Tue British Mepican ASSOCIATION AND THE ELECTION 
or Direct REPRESENTATIVES. 

Mr. Brown called attention to the scheme adopted by the 
British Medical Association in regard to the nomination 
and election of Direct Representatives to the Council, 
and asked the President whether the pledge exacted by 
the Association was not caleulated to encroach on the 
privileges of the Council. 

The Prestipeny stated that Mr. Brown had_ given 
him notice of the question, and he had written his 
answer, which was as follows: “The general question 
whether a certain action is calculated to encroach on the 
privileges of the Council is one which the President 
cannot determine; it is a question for the Council itself. 
Ilaving regard, however, to the observations of the Lords 
Justices in Allinson’s appeal, I think it proper to state 
that in my opinion a member of the Council pledged to 
follow the directions of an association, or belonging to an 
association giving such directions, would be precluded 


from taking any part in judicial inquiries before the- 


Council in which, as informants or otherwise, the associa- 
tion was concerned.” He asked the Council to consent to 


The Secretary of State for the Colonies has forwarded to the ; this answer being put on the minutes. 
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PUPILAGE. 

Mr. Brown moved to refer the following notice of 
motion to the Education Committee for consideration and 
report to the Council : 

That a period of pupilage of not less than twelve months 
with a registered medical practitioner ofticially recognized 
for the purpose of one of the licensing bodies should be 
regarded as equivalent to a period of six months of the 
ordinary medical curriculum. 

A resolution which had heen passed on this subject in the 
year 1890, with the very best intention of meeting the 
cemand that pupilage with a medical practitioner in 
ordinary general practice should be recognized as a part 
of a ecandidate’s medical curriculum, had, as a matter of 
fact, been a dead letter because no candidate had ever 
esked any of the corporations to have six months’ training 
or work with a medical practitioner recognized as part of 
his curriculum. 

Mr. Jackson seconded. 

Mr. Morris thought something might have been said 
for the proposal if it had been that the last six months of 
the five years’ curriculum should be spent in this way, but 
the five years’ curriculum, as things were at present, was 
a pure fiction. The medical curriculum .had never been 
more than four years, and the action of the Council had 
been not to extend it to five years but to reduce it to 
three and a half years; to permit six months of that time 
to be spent away from centres of medical education would 
be a very deplorable step. 

Sir T. My.es said that as far as Ireland was concerned 
there was a five years’ curriculum. If the proposal was to 
substitute twelve months’ pupilage for six months’ hos- 
pital study he would oppose it most strenuously. 

Dr. Linpsay STEVEN did not think that pupilage with 
a private practitioner would ever come into use, and he 
doubted whether there was any regis’ered practitioner 
who would apply for recognition to the licensing bodies 
for this purpose. 

The PreEsIDENT pointed out that the matter had already 
been referred to the Education Committee; the new point 
was the substitution of twelve months for six months. 

Mr. Brown assented. He was sure there were many 
practitioners who could give really valuable training to 
students by initiating them into the art of prescribing and 
dispensing. 

The motion was lost. 


SIGHT-TESTING OPTICIANS. 

The PRESIDENT announced that the Memorandum 
transmitted by the Council to the Lord President of the 
Privy Council with regard to the petition of the British 
a Association would be entered on the minutes (see 
p. 


THE Socrety oF APOTHECARIES OF LONDON. 

On the motion of Sir HuaH BrEEvor, seconded by Sir 
JOHN WILLIAMS, the following draft Bill, promoted by the 
Society of Apothecaries of London, was referred to the 
Council by the Executive Committee, and was received 
and entered 6n the minutes. 


An Act to vary the Diploma or Title of Licentiates of the 

Society of Apothecaries of London. 
_ Whereas since the 30th day of June, 1887, every person apply- 
ing to the Society of Apothecaries of London for its licence to 
practise as an apothecary has been required to pass a qualify- 
ing examination in medicine, surgery, and midwifery duly 
held by the said Society of Apothecaries with the assistance of 
examiners appointed by the General Council of Medical Educa- 
tion and Registration of the United Kingdom (hereinafter 
referred to as the General Council) in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the Medical Act, 1886, which came into operation on 
the date aforesaid. 

And whereas the diploma or title of ‘‘Licentiate of the 
Society of Apothecaries, London,” has heretofore been inserted 
in the Register kept under the Medical Acts (hereinafter 
referred to as the Medical Register) as the qualification of a 
registered medical practitioner holding the said licence of the 
said Society of Apothecaries, 

_And whereas it is desirable that the terms of the diploma or 
title granted by the said Society of Apothecaries to its 
licentiates who have passed such qualifying examination as 
aforesaid shall clearly indicate that it is a qualification in both 
medicine and surgery. 

Be it therefore enacted, ete. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘ Apothecaries Act, 1906.” 

It shall be lawful for the said Society of Apothecaries to 
grant to every person who has since tbe 30th day of June, 
1887, passed or shall hereafter pass a qualifying examination 


in medicine, surgery, and midwifery duly held by the said 
Society of Apothecaries in combination with another medical 
corporation or a university, or with the assistance of examiners 
appointed by the General Council in accordance with the 
requirements of the Medical Act, 1886, the diploma or title of 
‘‘ Licentiate in Medicine and Surgery of the Society of 
Apothecaries, London.” 

The said diploma or title of ‘‘ Licentiate in Medicine and 
Surgery of the Society of Apothecaries, London,” shall be 
deemed to be added to the qualifications in Schedule (A) to the 
Medical Act, 1858, and every person possessed of such diploma 
or title shall be entitled tou have the same entered in the 
Medical Register as his or her qualification or additiona) 
qualification for registration under the Medical Acts. 


Sir Hucu BEEvor moved: 


That this Council has no objection to the statutory defini- 
tion (that is, in an Act of Parliament) of the registrable 
title L.S.A., whereby ‘‘Surgery” as well as ‘‘ Medicine” 
shall be connoted. 


It was a matter of propriety as well as courtesy that the 


‘Society should bring this draft Bill before the Council. It. 


was more particularly the case owing to the large share 
the Council had in determining the examinations. He 
thought also the large number of signatures to the peti- 
tion rendered the motion one which it would be proper 
and courteous for the Council to consider. 

Dr. ApYE-CuRRAN asked Sir Hugh Beevor to make his 
Bill applicable to Ireland ; and 

Sir CHARLES NIXON expressed the hope that the Council 
would see its way to treat the Apothecaries’ Hall, Dublin, 
in the same way. 

The PrrEsIDENT pointed out that it was stated by the 
Executive Committee, with the concurrence of the Council, 
that the Registrar was obliged to insert “Lic. of the 
Society of Apoth.” in the Legister. The Society had 
taken the only step open to it. The only other point was 
that “surgery ” was now one of the ordinary subjects of 
the examination of the Society of Apothecaries. Formerly 
it could examine in medicine and midwifery ; the Council 
could have no objection to the word “surgery” appearing 
in the title, as surgery was required for the actual qualifi- 
cation. 

Sir Joun Wittt1aAmM Moore thought that the word 
“midwifery ” should be included, 

Dr. Norman Moore agreed with Sir John William 
Moore that as the Act provided that every practitioner 
must be qualified in the three subjects, midwifery should 
b> included. 

Sir Huau Beevor said the Society had no difficulties as 
to midwifery. 

The resolution was then put and agreed to. 


ScrvUTINY OF VOTING. 

Sir Victor Horstry moved that, instead of the old 
practice being followed, two scrutineers should be appointed 
to count the votes on the elections of the Executive Com- 
mittee and Penal Cases Committee in the room, and that 
they should report to the President. 

Sir T. McCaLi ANDERSON seconded, and the motion was 
carried by 14 to 13. The PrREsIDENT nominated Dr. Cocking 
and Dr. Kidd to act as scrutineers. 


VISITATION AND INSPECTION OF EXAMINATIONS. 

The Council then proceeded to the consideration post- 
poned from December 1st, 1905, of the proposed standing 
orders relating to the visitation and inspection of qualifying 
examinations. 

The PreEsIpENT stated that the Standing Orders were 
revised by the Executive Committee, and were submitted 
to the Council in December last. Dr. McVail had sent in 
various suggestions, and Df. Finlay various amendments. 
Dr. MeVail’s suggestions were not in the form of strict 
amendments. He had had a conversation with Dr. McVail, 
and he had formulated his principle into certain 
amendments. 

Dr. McVatt moved, and Dr. Bruce seconded, that the 
discussion of these regulations should take place wz 
camer(. 

Sir Victor Horsiey hoped the Council would not agree 
to this, as the matter was one of public importance. 

Dr. NorMAN Moore agreed. 

Dr. McV ait said that as his proposition was opposed, he 
would give way. Ilis first point was that there should be 
complete separation between visitation and inspection. 
Under the Act of 1896, he believed, the Council could not 
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direct inspection to be combined with the visitation. The 
inspector must be appointed under the Act of 1886. 
Under the Act of 1858 the Council might appoint visitors. 
Under the Act of 1886 the inspector must report to the 
Council, and it must return his report with observations, 
and send the report to the Privy Council. Under the Act 
of 1858 the visitors might or might not report to the 
Council, and when the report came up the Council 
might either adopt it or decline to adopt it. 
The two matters were entirely separate. The 
Council was not precluded from sending a visitor who 
might be present at the inspection at the same time as 
the inspector, but the visitor must have no communication 
with the inspector as to his work. Another point in 
which he thought the Standing Orders should be altered 
was that hitherto the inspection had been intermittent, 
and this was not contemplated by the Act. Intermittency 
of inspection of any single examination might be as the 
Council might determine, but the whole reading of the 
second subsection of Section 3 implied practical continuity 
of inspection on the part of the Council. The Act 
intended these examinations to be inspected whenever 
the Council thought fit, but the Council was not entitled 
to think fit that a single inspection of one examination in 
ten years was sufficient. It should be the duty of the 
Examination Committee to advise the Council as to when 
the inspection should take place. Another point arose in 
connexion with Subsection 4 of Section 3, which did not 
mean that the Council was not to overpay its inspectors ; 
it meant that the Council was not to underpay its in- 
spectors. Therefore, his view was that the inspectors 
should be paid according to the work required of them by 
the Council on the advice of the Examination Committee. 
A further point was that hitherto the Council had pub- 
lished the reports. He held that under the Act they had 
no copyright in these reports. It was not for the Council 
to publish them or to sell them. He held that the right 
of the Council was exhausted when it received the report 
and sent it to the Privy Council. He felt that these 
reports should be confidential for discussion by the 
Council and for the consideration of the Privy Council. 
An inspector whose report was confidential would in all 
probability deal with the matter in a different way to 
that if he knew it was to be published. The next point 
was as to the qualifying examination. He thought it 
should include any examination held by a qualifying 
boly in any subject or subjects in the medical curri- 
culum, 

The PRESIDENT said that if Dr. MeVail’s amendments 
were carried they would be instructions to the Executive 
Committee to draw up Standing Orders in accordance with 
them. The Council was not called upon to go into the 
minute wording of the Standing Orders because the in- 
structions he thought were clear enough. It was for Dr. 
MeVail to propose his amendments one by one, and the 
Council could either accept them or reject them. He 
added that as Dr. McVail had given several legal opinions 
upon the interpretation of the Acts he should like to eall 
the attention of the Council to the fact that legal opinions 
had been obtained from the legal advisers on many of the 
points ; these opinions were to be found on pages 238 and 
246 of the Minutes of 1903. 

Dr. McVatt then proposed 

That the Standing Orders as submitted by the Executive 

Committee be recast so as to embody the following pro- 
visions: (1) That the existing system of cycles of inspec- 
tion and visitation at intervals be discontinued. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER NIXON seconded. 

Dr. McVain said ‘in reply to Mr. Thomson that the 
amendment meant that the visitation and inspection 
were not to be at intervals but were to go on con- 
tinuously. 

Dr. Norman Moore thought that the whole point was 
that the proposal would enable the Council better to 
secure and maintain a proper standard of efficiency. 

The PresIpENT suggested that the words “and visita- 
tion” be left out. 

Sir Victor Horsiey hoped the Council would pass that 
without further discussion. 

The amendment was then put and adopted. 

Dr. McVath moved, Dr. Fintay seconded, and it was 
resolved: 

That inspection and visitation be dealt with under distinct 

and separate rules. 
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Dr. McVatL moved and Sir Vicror HorsLey seconded: 

That standing inspectors be appointed, who shall conduct 
inspections where and when required by the Council, on 
the advice of tne Examination Committee. 

Mr. THomson suggested the insertion after the word 
“inspectors” of the words “of the qualifying examina- 
tions.” 

Dr. NorMAN Moore thought it would be a mistake to 
retain the inspectors permanently; they should be ap- 
pointed for a definite purpose. 

The PrrEsipENT thougiit it would be better to move it 
in two sections. 

Dr. McVain, with the assent of Sir Victor Horstey, 
reworded the amendment as follows: 

That inspectors be appointed for definite periods, who shall 
conduct inspections of the Qualifying Examinations where 
and when required, 

and this was adopted. 

Dr. McVait moved, Sir Joun Moore seconded, and it 
was resolved: 

That it shall be the duty of the Examination Committee to 

advise the Council as to the time and place of inspection. 

Dr. McVait moved, and Dr. Mackay seconded: 

That the reports of inspectors be henceforth not published 
in the Minutes, except by express direction of the Council 
in any particular case. 

Dr. NorMAN Moore thought it would be a great mistake 
to adopt this. The more publicity that was given to the 
Council’s proceedings the more useful they were likely to 
be to the public. 

Sir CHRISTOPHER Nixon said that the Council was 
bound to lay the views of the inspectors before the 
profession. 

Dr. Bruce observed that there was a further objection : 
he would not like to decide which report should be pub- 
lished and which not. 

The amendment, by leave of the Council, was with- 
drawn. 

Dr. McV ait moved, and Sir Victor seconded. 

That the term ‘‘(Jualifying Examination” include any 
examination held by a Qualifying Body in any subject or 
subjects of the medical curriculum. 

The PRESIDENT pointed out that the Act of Parliament 
already contained a definition, and the Council must not 
by a definition of its own go behind it; nothing but con- 
fusion would arise if a technical term were used in a non- 
technical sense. 

Mr. Tuomson thought the Council were trying to do 
something which implied control, not only over strictly 
professional education, but the cultural education, and 
many would resent such control. 

Dr. SaunpDBy suggested that the matter should be post- 
poned until a legal opinion had been obtained as to what 
was meant by surgery, medicine, and midwifery. 

The PRESIDENT * observed that the legal opinion had 
already been obtained, and was on the minutes. 

After some further discussion, Dr. McVam, with the 
leave of the Council, withdrew the amendment. 


ELECTION OF COMMITTEES. 
The PRESIDENT announced the result of elections as 
follows: 
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE. 
English Branch Council: Dr. Pye-Smith, Mr. Young, Sir 


‘Hugh Beevor. 


Scottish Branch Council: Sir John Batty Tuke, Dr. MeVail. 
Trish Branch Council: Sir Christopher Nixon, Sir John Wm. 
Moore. 
PENAL CASES COMMITTEE. 
Dr. Saundby, Mr. Tomes, Dr. Finlay, and Sir Christopher 
Nixon. 
INSPECTION OF EXAMINATIONS, 

Dr. Frxtay moved, Sir Vicror Horstey seconded, and 

it was resolved : 

That in Standing Order (5) instead of the words ‘‘one or 
more inspectors” the following should be substituted, 
namely, *‘three inspectors, one for medicine, one for 
surgery, and one for midwifery.” 


Dr. FINLAY moved : 


That in Standing Order (7) instead of the words ‘two 
(hundred) ” the word ‘‘ one” be substituted. 


Dr. SaunpBy suggested that it should be remitted to 
the Executive Committee to determine the remuneration 
cf inspectors. 
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Dr. McVain said that the remuneration should be 
according to the work done by the inspectors. 

Mr. Tomes said that it would be better to adopt Dr. 
Saundby’s suggestion, and this was agreed to: 

On the motion of Dr. McV ain, seconded by Dr. FINLay, 
it was resolved: 

That it be remitted to the Executive Committee to redraft 
the Standing Orders accordingly. 


ProposED Direct REPRESENTATIVES 
BY BaLLot. 

Sir Vicror Horsey moved: 

That the Executive Committee be instrueted to approach 
the Privy Council, and to secure such alteration in the 
Regulations 8 and 10 of the Schedule of Instructions to 
Voters under Section 8 of the Medical Act, 1886, as will 
provide for the adoption of the principles of voting by 
ballot in lieu of the existing open system of election of 
Direct Representatives. 


Ile was anxious before leaving the Council to do his 
share towards improving the method of electing Direct 
Representatives. Under existing circumstances, the con- 
stituency in England was so enormous that secret voting, 
as compared with open voting, had not the same 
importance as it had in Scotland and Ireland. They were 
all agreed that the ballot or secret voting was greatly to 
be recommended in the place of open voting. Seerct 
voting was the method par ercellence for electing Direct 
Representatives, and he could not see what possible 
objection there could be to adopting that principle. 

Dr. Bruce seconded the resolution—not that it affected 
him personally, but he felt on general principles the 
same protection should be given to every voter as in 
parliamentary elections. 

The PresipENT said he had made inquiries in regard to 
the matter, and he understood that the Privy Council, 
considering personal attendance to be practically im- 
possible, adopted the method of voting papers as the best 
alternative. 

Dr. Kipp said the election was carried out under 
regulations laid down by the Privy Council, and might be 
framed so as to meet the case. At present there was nothing 
to prevent personation, nor any attempt to define 
residence, 

Dr. Norman Moore asked for instances of personation 
or for other reasons for adopting the ballot. Members of 
the universities made no objection to voting by papers in 
a public manner. 

Sir T. Myxes assured Dr. Norman Moore tinat open voting 
was an ever-present menace to the personal freedom of the 
voter. In Ireland personal feeling ran high. It would 
be quite possible to frame -regulations by which the voter 
could be protected. 

Dr. SaunpBy observed that there were two reasons for 
the motion. One was that personation might occur and 
the other that intimidation was practised, which consti- 
tuted a ground for calling the attention of the Privy 
Council to the matter so that it might be remedied. 

The PRESIDENT thought it would be a very strong thing 
to say that evidence had been brought before the Council 
of personation and intimidation; it was desirable to 
proceed cautiously. 

Mr. GrorceE Brown said that it was possible that 
intimidation had taken place, and it should be guarded 
against as much as possible. 

Sir Vicror Horstey, in reply, said that the resolution 
was merely to refer the matter to the Executive Commit- 
tee. He believed that when the matter was looked into 
in accordance with the terms of the resolution, it would 
be found to be simple, and one which might well be 
carried to the Privy Council. Replying to the President, 
he said that the Executive Committee would have power 
to inquire. If it found the proposition impracticable it 
would report accordingly to the next meeting of the 
Council. 

The motion was then put and agreed to. 


Practica, Mipwirery. 

On the motion of Sir Joun Witiams, seconded by 
Mr. GEorce Jackson, the following report was received, 
entered on the minutes, and directed to be circulated 
amongst the licensing and teaching bodies for their 
observations : 


REPORT 
BY THE 
STUDENTS’ PRACTICAL MIDWIFERY COMMITTEE 
ON THE 
Operation of the Rules Regarding the Midwifery Practice 
Required of Candidates for Medical Qualifications. 


MEMBERS. 

Sir John Williams, Chairman ; The President (cr coffe), 
Mr. Jackson, Mr. Young, Dr. McVail, Dr. Caton, Sir 
Christopher Nixon, Dr. Barrs. 

The Committee reports under a resolution passed by 
the Council on May 27th, 1905, which is as follows, 


That a Committee of the Council be appointed to inquire 
into the operation of the rules regarding the midwifery 
practice required of candidates for medical qualifications, 
(Minutes, Vol. XLII, p 87.) 


This covers a wider field than any reference previously 
made to any Committee appointed to inquire into the 
teaching of practical midwifery. The reference to the 
Committee which reported to the Council on November 
29th, 1895, had special regard to attendance by the 
student on eases of labour under the supervision of a 
registered medical practitioner, and was limited to that 
one point. 

The reference to the present Committee covers the 
whole teaching of practical midwifery. 

With the object of obtaining information upon the 
subject, the following letter, signed by the President, 
together with the questions appended thereto, was for- 
warded to the licensing bodies which include teaching 
institutions, and to other teaching institutions which are 
recognized by the licensing bodies for subjects other than 
those of the first year’s course: 


General Council of Medical Education 
and Registration of the United Kingdom, 
299, Oxford Street, London, W., 
August 2nd, 1905. 
Sir,—At the last session of this Council a Committee was 
appointed to inquire into the operation of the rules regarding 
the midwifery practice required of candidates for medical 
qualifications, and iu connexion with this inquiry I have to ask 
in the name of the Couneil that you will be good enough to 
assist the Committee, which is collecting information as to the 
present position of midwifery teaching, by answering the 
following questions, so far as they relate to your School. 
Yours faithfully, 
(Signed) DonaLp MaAcALIsTER, 
President, 


QUESTIONS. 

1. At what period of the curriculum is the student allowed 
to attend his cases of labour ¥ 

2. What parts of his general medical education must he have 
completed ? 

3. What special preparation is given him previous to his 
attendance on his cases ? 

4. Are students required to attend clinical instruction in a 
lying-in hospital or obstetric wards If so, how long is the 
student required to attend ¥ 

5. What is the midwifery teaching staff at your school, and 
what amount of instruction do the members of it severally 

ive ? 

6. What are the regulations of your school respecting 
attendance on eases of Jabour? Must the student attend 
them in your maternity department, or may he attend them 
elsewhere ? 

7. How many eases of labour must the student have 
attended under adequate supervision before he is allowed to 
attend by himself alone ? 

8. How many eases is the student required to conduct 
personally 2) At how many condhcted by others must he be 
present ? 

9. What is the average number of cases attended by each 
student in your school ¥ 

10. What proportion of your students ‘‘attend for three 
months the indoor practice of a lying-in hospital” as an 
alternative to not less than twenty cases of labour ? 

11. Who signs the Student’s Certificate of Attendance on 
eases of labour, and on what evidence ? 

12. What are your arrangements for the student attending 
cases of labour: 

(a) Where does he reside during the time of his 
attendance on cases ? 
(b) Does he attend the cases alone or in the presence of 
and under the personal supervision of 
The obstetric physician ; 
(8) The obstetric resident ; 
(vy) A midwife ¥ 
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(c) What instruction is given 
(2) During the progress of the labour ; 
(8) During the puerperal period; and by 
whom is it given ? 
13. What are yourrules respecting the student’s action in 
abnormal cases ? 
14. Under what circumstances must the student send for 
help, and to whom ? 
This letter was sent to thirty-eight teaching institu- 
tions. Answers have been received from thirty-seven. 


SUMMARY OF THE ANSWERS, 

Three of the institutions have no school of practical 
midwifery, and their students obtain their practice else- 
where. Several of the other schools have no maternity, 
and their students take out their midwifery practice in 
lying-in hospitals or elsewhere. 

From thirty-two institutions more or less full answers 
have been received. These contain a mass of information, 
which may be summarized as follows: 


1. The period of the curriculum at which the Student is 
allowed to attend cases of labour varies in different schools, 
for 
He is allowed to attend in his third yearin ... a« IG 
Ile is allowed to attend in his fourth year in... <a ko 
At any time, but usually at the end of the third year, in... 1 

2. He will already have completed 
Anatomy and physiology in we 
Anatomy and physiology and lectures on materiamedicain 1 
Anatomy and physiology and lectures on midwiferyin ... 14 
Anatomy and physiology, lectures on medicine, surgery, 

midwifery, and part of hospital work in bee ae 1S 
Anatomy and physiology, pathology, surgery, and first 

course of medicine in... 
Anatomy and physiology, clerking and dressing in ie ON 
Anatomy and physiology, first year’s hospital work, an 

lectures on medicine in ... OF 

3. With regard to the special preparation of the student 
previous to his attendance on cases, there are 
Lectures on midwifery in... 
Lectures on midwifery and tutorial classes in... 20 

He is required to attend one to six cases under adequate 
supervision (which appears to mean in the presence of the 
obstetric resident or other responsible officer) in ace Oe 
To pass a preliminary examination in midwifery in aC 

The six institutions, which provide systematic lectures on 
midwifery only, possess no maternities, and their students take 
their midwifery practice in lying-in hospitals or maternities in 
the neighbourhood. 

4. It is obligatory on the student to attend the practice of a 
lying-in hospital for three or six months in 3 a 6 
It is not obligatory in 

In one of the twenty-six, however, most of the students 
attend a lying-in hospital. 

5. It is difficult to summarize the information furnished 
respecting the staffs of the various schools and the duties of 
their several members. 

In Scotland none of the teaching institutions possess hos- 
pitals or maternities, and the students obtain their clinical 
teaching and practical experience in the hospitals of the town 
in which the school is situated. In towns in which there are 
several medical schools, the infirmaries, dispensaries, and 
lying-in hospitals appear to be used in common by the 
students of all the schools. <A similar practice seems to 
prevail in Ireland and in the provincial towns of England, 
while in London each school has its own outdoor maternity. 

There is one professor of or lecturer on midwifery in every 
school, with the exception of that of the Irish Conjoint Board. 
There is one professor, with or without assistants, in 9 
There are two physicians (one being lecturer or professor) 


There are three physicians (one being lecturer or professor) 
There are four physicians (one being lecturer or professor) 

There are cight physicians (one being lecturer or pro- 

fessor) in 2 


There are twelve physicians (one being lecturer or fpro- 
Among the four physicians at one school, the eight physi- 

cians at another, and the twelve ata third, are included the 

medical officers of the lying-in hospital. 
in five schools the professor has one or two assistants. 

Tutorial classes, conducted by one of the physicians, a pro- 

fessor’s assistant, tutor, or demonstrator, are held in twenty- 

one. In ten these classes are conducted by one of the 
physicians ; in three by the assistant to the professor: and in 
tive by the tutor, demonstrator, or obstetrie resident. The 
main work of the obstetric resident, however, is to accompany 
the student to his carly cases, to attend difficult or abnormal 
cases, and generally to superintend the work of the maternity, 

The length of the period during which the classes are held 
varies from three months to one academic year, and their 
meetings from one to three a weck. 

Clinical lectures are also given, but the replies do not enable 


the Committee to state in every case whether they are on 
subjects in midwifery or on subjects in gynaecology. 

6. Six schools require their students to attend the practice 
of a lying-in hospital for a period of three or six months. 

Hight require them to attend their cases in the maternity 
of the school, while nineteen permit them to take their cases 
elsewhere. 

7. With regard to the number of cases the student isrequired 
to attend under adequate supervision, before he is allowed to 
attend cases alone, it appears that in 

Two the number of cases required is e 


Five ” 
Five ” ” 3. 
One 2. 
One a few. 


Seven 
In one school he may attend alone from the first, and in two 
schools there is no rule. 
8. The student is required to conduct personally 20 cases at 
Three of these require{in addition 5 to10 cases conducted 
under supervision. 


10 conducted personally and 10 under supervision in cone 
12 conducted personally in ... 
9 conducted personally and 3 by house-surgeon in ee | 
6 at least conducted personally, not less than 12 in all, in... 1 
No fixed number in 2 


9. The average number of cases attended by each student 
may be stated thus: 

Between 20 and 40 cases in 16 schools. 
20 and 60 _,, 
40 and 60 _,, 
20 and 200_——=,, 
l2and 16, 

10. In eleven schools none of the students attend for three 
months the indoor practice of a lying-in hospital ‘‘as an 
alternative to 20 cases of labour”; and of those in ten others 
practically none doso. About 50 per cent. of the students in 
one school take the alternative ; about 6 or 7 per cent. of those 
in another attend the indoor practice of a lying-in hospital for 
three weeks ; and about 15 per cent. of those in a third attend 
for one month—most of them in addition to attendance on 
20 cases. 

All or almost all the students of six schools take three 
months in a lying-in hospital. 

11. The certificate of attendance on cases is signed by an 
officer of the school or hospital generally appointed or author- 
ized todo so. He may be the obstetric physician, house-sur- 
geon, resident obstetric officer, midwife, secretary, dean of 
faculty, warden, demonstrator of midwifery, medical superin- 
tendent, or the whole visiting staff. 

The certificate is signed on the evidence of the hospital 
register, record, medical staf, personal voucher of clinical 
clerk, obstetric resident, signed letters of the maternity officer 
in personal charge of students, student’s report on cases which 
he has ‘‘seen,” or examination after six months’ work in hos- 

ital. 

“ 12. During the period of his attendance on cases of labour 

(a) The student resides— 

In the hospital in aaa 
In quarters provided in... aa 
In lodgings near or within a radius 

of a mile from the hospital in... 

(b) In twelve institutions the student attends his cases 

under supervision— 
That of the obstetric physician in 2 institutions. 
That of the obstetric resident in 4 <a 
That of the obstetric resident, 
qualified midwife, nurse, or: 
midwife nurse in... 3 

Tn three he attends or may attend all his cases alone. 

In lying-in hospitals the student is always under the super- 
vision of the matron, resident medical officer, or physician, 
and is placed in favourable circumstances to receive bedside 
instruction in the progress of labour and of the puerperium. — 

The replies received respecting the instruction given in 
outdoor maternities during labour and the puerperium 
are suilicient to indicate that it is at the best of a meagre 
character. 

13 and 14. In all outdoor maternities the rule is, broadly, 
to send for the obstetric resident in every case which presents 
any abnormality. In several answers particular abnormal con- 
ditions are mentioned, in the presence of which the student is 
required tosummon the obstetric physician or resident, such as 
when the student is in doubt as to the nature of the presenta- 
tion, or is unable to make it out, abnormal presentation, pro- 
tracted labour, retention of the placenta, accident, such as 
haemorrhage before or after delivery, convulsions, exhaustion ; 
when during the puerperal period the mother or child is not 
doing well; or when the pulse beats are 100 per minute or the 
temperature 101° F. 

Such is asummary of the answers received in reply to the 
questions sent to the schools. 


” 


... 12 institutions. 


OBSERVATIONS BY THE COMMITTEE. 
On reviewing the facts your Committee find that: 
(1) In eight schools the student is allowed to attend 
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eases of labour after he has passed the examinat.on in 
anatomy and physiology. 

(2) In one after having in addition attended lectures on 
materia medica. 

(3) In fourteen after having attended 
lectures on midwifery. 

That is, the students of twenty-three schools are allowed 
to attend cases of labour before they have acquired any 
knowledge whatever of medicine and surgery. 

In nineteen schools the student may attend his cases 
in the school maternity or elsewhere: in eight he must 
attend them in the school maternity with this amount 
of supervision—that he is accompanied by the resident 
obstetric to his first case or first few cases, and has 
directions to summon the resident when he thinks that 
necessary. 

The average number of cases attended by each student 
is in excess of that required by the Council in twenty- 
two schools, while it is below the Council's minimum in 
seven. 

The evidence upon which the certificate of attendance 
is signed would be satisfactory, were it in all cases based 
on definite records of cases attended, and not on personal 
belief or recollection. 

The nature of the supervision exercised over the student 
may be gathered from the fact that in twenty;one institu- 
tions, after he has attended from 1 to 6 cases with a 
medical officer, he attends the rest alone. Twelve of the 
institutions reply that he attends under personal super- 
vision, so that the words “personal supervision” in this 
connexion mean no more than that the student must send 
for the responsible officer when he thinks it necessary in 
accordance with the rules of the institution. 

With regard to the instruction given during the pro- 
gress of labour and the puerperium, full instruction is or 
may be given within the walls of a lying-in hospital; but 
in outdoor maternities this is not possible, inasmuch as 
the student attends the great majority of his cases alone. 
Moreover, the fact that the cases are scattered over an area 
whose radius is a mile or more makes it impracticable for 
the resident officer or physician to visit them so as to give 
personal instruction upon them to the student in attend- 
ance, Consequently the instruction in this respect given 
is of a very meagre character. 


systematic 


Your Committee have come to the conclusion that the 
rule of the Council—that is, that the student should 
attend the indoor practice of | lying-in hospital or be 
present at not less than twei labours, at least five of 
which shall be conducted throughout under the direct 
supervision of a registered practitioner—is not complied 
with by the majority of the schools. 

It seems obvious that even if the*course of study 
recommended were in itself sufficient, since its require- 
ments are not complied with, there is no evidence to show 
that persons obtaining qualifications possess the required 
knowledge and skill for the efficient practice of midwifery. 

Your Committee are of opinion that no student should 
be allowed to attend cases of labour until : 

1. He has filled the posts of clinical clerk and surgical 
dresser ; 

2. Has attended a course of lectures on midwifery, 
surgery, and medicine; and 

3. Has given undivided attendance upon the indoor 
practice of a lying-in hospital or the lying-in wards of a 
general hospital for at least one month, and has therein 
been properly instructed in the conduct of cases of labour. 

It appears to your Committee that by such means alone 
can the normal progress of labour, the use of antiseptics 
in midwifery, the course of the puerperium, and the care 
of the mother and «hild, be properly and _ practically 
taught, and the safety of lying-in women and newborn 
infants be ensured. 


RECOMMENDATIONS, 

The Committee accordingly recommend: 

1. That the following be substituted for the existing 
Recommendations of the Council in regard to instruction 
in midwifery : 

“That every student should be required to have con- 
ducted not less than twenty cases of labour, subject to the 
following conditions : 


‘“‘(a) Before the student is allowed to conduct the above- 
mentioned twenty cases of labour he should be required to 
have held the office of clinical medical clerk and of sur- 
gical dresser; to have attended a course of lectures in 
medicine, surgery, and midwifery; to have during one 
month given undivided attendance upon the indoor prac- 
tice of a lying-in hospital or the lying-in wards of a general 
hospital; and to have therein attended cases of labour 
under the direct supervision of a medical officer of the hos- 
pital. He should further be required to produce a certifi- 
cate from the authorities of the hospital showing that he 
is competent to undertake the conduct of ordinary 
cases, 

““(6) No certificate that the student has conducted the 
above-mentioned twenty cases of labour should be 
accepted unless it. is given by a member of the staff 
of a lying-in hospital or of the maternity charity of a 
general hospital.” 

2. That copies of this report and of the resolution of 
the Council thereupon be sent to all lic€nsing bodies and 
medical schools in the United Kingdom. 


Report OF THE EpucatTion CoMMITTEE. 

Dr. Mackay (Chairman) moved the adoption and 
approval of a report of the Education Committee. The re- 
lation of chemistry, physics, and biology to the curriculum 
was not, he said, a new question; it had been discussed 
over and over again since the five years’ curriculum was 
adopted. It was premature to speak of the effect of the 
new regulations until the Council was in a position to 
ascertain what improvement had taken place by renewed 
inspection, and, therefore, the Committee asked tbat the 
matter might be left over. With regard to the length of 
the curriculum, there was no subject more important, and 
he ventured to suggest that by an alteration in arrange- 
ment of the subject very much time could be saved, 
namely, by taking the first year’s anatomy along with the 
other sciences so as to enable it to be settled by the end of 
the second year, which would meet the grievances of many 
teachers. 

Dr. Norman Moore, in seconding, agreed that the 
whole subject of the curriculum deserved the most 
thorough and prolonged consideration, in view of the 
great variety of changes in study which had taken place. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Report OF FINANCE COMMITTEE. 

At the instance of the Treasurers (Dr. Pye-Smith and 
Mr. Tomes) a report of the Finance Committee on income 
and expenditure, and embodying a comparison with 
former years, was received, entered on the minutes, and 
approved. 


REPORT OF THE STUDENTS’ REGISTRATION COMMITTEE. 

On the motion of Sir Huan BerErEvor (Chairman) 
seconded by Sir Joun Barty Tuxke, a report of the 
Students’ Registration Committee on exceptional cases, 
and recommending that the Hull Municipal Technical 
School (Day Classes) be added to the list of recognized 
institutions approved by the Council, was received and 
entered on the minutes. 


INCREASE IN THE NUMBER OF DIRECT REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mr. GEORGE BRowN moved : 
That ——— be made to the Privy Council that the 
time has arrived when the number of Direct Representa- 
tives for England, Scotland, and Ireland should be 


increased to the maximum number permitted by the 
Medical Act of 1886. 1 


He said that if the powers given by Pariiament were to 
be exercised with any effect the motion must be adopted 
at the present session. Twenty years ago the ratio of the 
number of Direct Representatives to those of corporate 
Lodjies was 1 to 5, but the number of the latter had 
since been raised to 29. The ratio of Direct Repre- 
sentatives to corporate representatives was now 1 to 6. 
This was a reason why the Council should approach the 
Privy Council for an increased number of Direct 
Representatives. In 1885 the number of practitioners on 
the Register in England and Wales was 16,224. Last year 
it was 24,351, showing an increase of nearly 50 per cent. 
In 1886 there was one representative to every 5,000 prac- 
titioners, at the present time there was one to 8,000. In 
Scotland in 1885 there were 2,299 on the Register, and 
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last year there were 3,773, an increase of about 50 per 
cent.,and in Ireland there were 2.458 in 1885 and 2,602 in 
1905. The total on the Register in 1885 was 25,998, and in 
1906 39,060, or 14,000 more practitioners, which he 
thought warranted an application for increased Direct 
Representation. 

Sir Victor Horstry seconded the motion purely as a 
matter of justice. The Act of 1886, carried to its maxi- 
mum extent, would not completely restore the balance but 
it would do something towards it. The Council had had 
an opportunity previously of passing the resolution, and 
he hoped that on this occasion it would rise to the proper 
sense of the proportionate representation that ought to 
¢xist in the Council, 

Mr. Jackson supported ‘the motion as he seconded it 
last year. 

Dr. LitTLe thought it impossible to add to the numbers 
of the Council as it would greatly increase the expense 
and greatly diminish its efficiency. The great duty of the 
Council was to take such steps as would enable the public 
to distinguish between qualified and unqualified practi- 
tioners, and the secondary part of the Council's duty was 
to look after the interests and the honour of the profes- 
sion. That was a duty which was far more efficiently dis- 
charged by voluntary associations such as the British 
Medical Association, and was no part of the duty of the 
Council. The representatives of the corporations and 
universities were just as alive to the wants of the profes- 
sion and as anxious to secure them as the Direct Repre- 
sentatives, and therefore there was no need for further 
Direct Representatives to look after the interests of the 
profession. 

Sir Joun Moore observed that of the constituents one- 
vhird did not think it worth while to record their vote. 
In 1896, 40 per cent. of the voting papers sent out in 
England were not sent back, in 1897, 36 per cent., and 
<he most startling fact of all, and one which to his mind 
settled the question effectually, at least for him, was that 
in 1901 57.27 per cent. of the papers sent out never 
returned. Therefore the profession did not want more 
direct representation than it at present had. 

Sir Jonn Barry Tuke supported the motion. He was 
prepared to advocate, here and elsewhere, an increase 
of direct representation, but he was not prepared 
to advocate indirect representation. He wished to 
explain. A question had been raised before the Council 
that day by Mr. Brown as to the manner in which 
the British Medical Association intended to lay out 
a plan of campaign. They were to select a certain 
number of gentlemen, from whom were to be selected 
three candidates, and each had signed the undertaking 
zeferred to previously. He objected to the scheme in 
three capacities: He objected to it at first as a member 
of the Council; secondly, as a registered practitioner; 
and thirdly, as a member of the British Medical Asso- 
eiation. Gentlemen so elected would be the delegates of 
the Association. He had been on the Council very nearly 
twenty years, and during the whole of that time he could 
not recollect any member of Council who had accepted 
such a position. It was perfectly true that on certain 
occasions members of Council had to advocate the policy 
adopted by the body they represented: but no man ever 
vame into the Council chamber bound hand and foot. 

Sir Victor Horstry: Yes, bound hand and foot. 

Sir Jonn B, Tuxe held that it would be inimical to the 
freedom and independence of discussion which charac- 
terized the Council if any one came there pledged, as a 
condition of his nomination, to obey the instructions of an 
external organization. The President had drawn atter- 
tion to the effect it might have on their judicial work. 
Sir John Batty Tuke held that, in view of the existing 
decisions of courts of law, the presence of men so pledged 
would have the effect of invalidating the judgement of the 
Council ds a judicial tribunal. 

The PreEsIDENT, in reply to Sir Victor Horsley, ruled 
that the reference to the British Medical Association came 
within the terms of the resolution. 

Sir Joun B. Tuxe, continuing, said it was within his 
knowledge that on several occasions the British Medical 
Association had acted as informers, and direct repre- 
sentatives were elected on this system. The fact that the 
Association was promoting a prosecution would invalidate 
the action of the Council. Asa registered practitioner he 
objected to the disfranchisement of all those who were 


not members of the British Medical Association, and 
further, as a member of the British Medical 
Association, he objected to it on grounds that 
delegates so appointed would have no_ views 
except the views put forward by the British Medical 
Association. It would, he believed, destroy the Jlibertas 
arlitrii which was at the bottom of the history of the 
Association. For these reasons he asked Mr. Brown to 
withdraw his motion until such time as it could be seen 
whether this plan was carried into effect. It was a very 
dangerous position to stand in, and if the Council were to 
vote in favour of this motion it would be adding, or might 
probably be adding, four instead of three Direct Repre- 
sentatives. 

Dr. SAunpDBy thought Mr. Brown had made out a very 
good case for adding one additional Representative for 
England, but not for Scotland and Ireland; therefore he 
moved as an amendment: 

That it is expedient to confer upon the registered medical 
practitioners residing in England and Wales the power of 
returning an additional member to the Council. 

He did not think anything had been put forward to show 
that the general practitioners in Scotland or Ireland were 
not adequately represented by one member each. With 
regard to Sir John B. Tuke’s observations, he was sure 
the British Medical Association would never ask any 
gentleman to come there elected by the members of the 
organization to do any public or professional wrong in 
their work. 

Sir THomas Mytes seconded the amendment. He 
thought the immense numerical increase of practitioners 
in England called for increased representation. He 
sympathized with Sir John Batty Tuke and Mr. George 
Brown, but he failed to see how a large body of 20,000 or 
30,000 gentlemen could give expression to their views 
except through their Representatives, and he was sure 
their Representatives would not be any less independent 
than the present members of the Council. 

Dr. BrucE as a Direct Representative, thought the 
argument of territorial representation had very great 
force. He believed that some better system of administra- 
tion would have to be considered on-lines of granting 
larger powers to the Executive Committee. It was true 
that there was apathy in the profession; but there was 
great difficulty in canvassing a large constituency, and 
that had a great deal to do with the fact that many of 
those who hada vote did not choose to record it. If the 
Council did not go to the Privy Council, in his opinion 
it would be quite within the power of the Direct 
Representatives to approach it. 

Dr. Fin.ay would vote both against the resolution and 
the amendment. What was wanted in the Council was 
men who were engaged chiefly in teaching. The argument 
that because there was an increased number of corporate 
and ‘university representatives therefore there should 
be an increase in the Direct Representatives, seemed to 
him to cut the other way. 

The amendment was then put and declared lost. 

At the request of Dr. SauNnpBy the names and numbers 
were taken down, when 14 voted against, 7 for, 9 did not 
vote, and 4 were absent. 

Mr. Brown, in reply, acknowledged the kindness of the 
Council in discussing the motion so tersely and fairly. 
He would like to state, with regard to the British Medical 
Association, that it only represented one half of the pro- 
fession. If he thought that the British Medical Associa- 
tion could dictate who should sit on the Council he would 
not vote for his own motion; but he thought the action of 
the Association would be this, that every member would 
exercise his own judgement, and vote only for whom they 
thought best to represent them on the Council. He was 
fortified in that view by the fact that not more than five 
Divisions of the British Medical Association had taken 
any action with regard to the nomination of candidates. 
Many had passed a resolution to the effect that it would 
be undesirable for the British Medical Association to 
nominate candidates or determine who should come for- 
ward for election, and therefore they could leave the 
election of representatives to the good sense of the 
members of the British Medical Association. 

The motion was then put and lost. 

At the request of Mr. GeorGE Brown the names and 
numbers were taken down, when 18 voted against, 6 for, 
8 did not vote, and 5 were absent. 
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DENTAL EpucaTION AND REGISTRATION COMMITTEE. 

Dr. Norman Moore moved, Mr. Morris seconded, and 

it was resolved: 

That the following be the members of the Dental Education 
and Examination Committee: Mr. Tomes (Chairman), 
Mr. Morris, Dr. Finlay, Mr. Brown, Sir Thomas Myles, 
Dr. Lindsay Steven, Dr. Bennett. 


StupENTS’ REGISTRATION COMMITTEE. 
Sir Bervor moved, Dr. NoRMAN Moore seconded, 
and it was resolved: 


That the following be the members of the Students’ Registra- 
tion Committee : Sir Hugh Beevor (Chairman), The Presi- 
dent, Sir John Batty Tuke, Dr. Mackay, Dr. Norman 
Moore, Sir Christopher Nixon, Dr. Adye-Curran. 


VoTE OF THANKS TO CHAIRMAN, 

On the motion of Dr. NorMAN Moore, seconded by 
Dr. BENNETT, a hearty vote of thanks was accorded the 
Chairman for his conduct in the chair; and the PREs1- 
DENT having expressed his acknowledgement, the 
proceedings terminated, 


Meetings of Branches & Vibisions. 


[The proceedings of the Divisions and Branches of the 
Association relating to Scientific and Clinical Medicine, 
when reported by the Honorary Secretaries, are published in 
the body of the JOURNAL.] 


EDINBURGH BRANCH: 
Norru-East EpinsurGu Division, 
THE annual meeting of the Division was held in the Royal 
College of Physicians on Thursday, May 17th, at 8.15 p.m. 
Dr. JAMES CARMICHAEL presided. 

Election of Officers—The following were elected office- 
bearers for this year:—Chaiyman : Dr. James Carmichael. 
Vice-Chairman: Dr. W. Leslie McKenzie.  Seeretary : Dr. 
G. Keppie Paterson. epresentative to  Lepresentative 
Mecting: The Chairman. Jepresentative on Branch 
Council: Dr. Andrew Balfour. Lveeutive Committee : Dr. 
G. Fyfe, Dr. J. Cormack Smith, Dr. H. L. Calder, Dr. G. M. 
Johnston, Dr. James Cameron, and Dr. James Smith. 

New Tule-——The following rule was adopted : ‘ In cases 
of urgency the Chairman and Secretary shall have power 
to convene a special meeting, with not less than two clear 
days’ notice.” 

Annual Representative Meeting—The proposed Charter 
and the Provisional Agenda of the Representative Meeting 
were considered, and the Representative instructed on 
them. 

Branch and Division Finanee—The inquiry on the 
system of Division and Branch finance was also discussed. 


LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE BRANCH: 
DIvIsion. 
THE annual meeting of the Blackburn Division was held 
at the Old Bull Hotel, Blackburn, on Friday, May 25th, 
Dr. BALLANTYNE, who was voted to the Chair in the absence 
of Dr. Cunliffe, presiding. 

Report of the Representatives.—Resolved : That at each 
annual meeting of this Division the representatives give 
an account of their work, attendances, ete., during the past 
year. 

Secretary's Report.—The Srcrerary read his annual 
report. 

Election of Officers.—The following officers were elected 
for the ensuing year:—Prestdent: Dr. Ballantyne. Vice- 
.President: Dr. Wallers. Sccretary: Dr. Greenwood. Repre- 
sentative for Representative Meetings: Dr. R. C. Holt. 
Members of Branch Council: Drs. Prebble and A. B. Craig. 
Members of Executive Committee: Drs. Macklin, Moir, Nash, 
Aitken. 

Representative at Annual Meeting.—Resolved: That Dr. 
Prebble represent the Blackburn Division at the annval 
meeting of the Association in Toronto next August. 

Resolutions of Lancashire and Cheshire Branch.—Resolve4: 
That this Division instruct its Representatives on the 


Branch Council to the utmost of their power to oppose 
the resolutions put forward by order of the Council at the 
last meeting of the ancashire and Cheshire Branch at 
Manchester. 

Vote of Thanks.—It was resolved that a hearty vote of 
thanks be accorded to the oflicers for their services during 
the past year. 

MALAYA BRANCH: 

SINGAPORE DIVISION. 
Tue Honorary Secretary of the Malaya Branch, under date 
of May Ist, has intimated to the General Secretary of the 
Association that the Singapore Division has voted in 
favour of the motion against out-patient departments 
given in the SuppLEMENT to the Brivisu MrEpicaL JOURNAL 
of February 17th. The motion was carried by the casting 
vote of the President, the voting being even. The Divi- 
sion unanimously approved of the Royal Charter Scheme 
given in the SuppLement of March 24th, and had no 
amendments to offer to the Draft Charter. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH: 
Crry Division. 
Tue fourth annual general meeting was held on Thursday.. 
May 24th, at the Great Eastern Hotel, Liverpool Street, 
K.C. The Chairman of the Division, Dr. J. W. Hunv, 
presided. 

Annual Report of Executive Committce._-This was read 
and adopted. 

Election of Officers—The following members were 
elected:—Chairman: Dr. Major Greenwood; Vice-Chairman: 
Mr, A. G. Southcombe ; Representatives on Braneh Council ~ 
Mr. H. E. Powell and Mr. Frederick Wallace; Honorary 
Secretary and Treasurer: Dr. E. W. Goodall; Assistant 
Ifonorary Secretary: Myr. C. R. Salisbury ; Other Members: 
of Evecutive Committee: Dr. J. O. Adams, Dr. G. P. Bate, 
Mr. J. Beddow, Mr. H. Bird, Mr. T. L. Brown, Mr. Hope 
Grant, Mr. A. Withers Green, Dr. J. W. Hunt, Dr. E. A. 
Lermitte, Dr. J. W. Oliver, Mr. J. Seott Sequeira, 
Dr. F. If. Spooner, Dr. W. Whitelaw, and Mr. II. Chis- 
holm Will; Lepresentatire at Representative Meetings: Mr. 
Frederick Wallace; Ethical Committee: Dr. A. T. Davies. 
Mr. A. R. F. Evershed, Mr. Hope Grant, Dr. A. Hirst, 
Mr. Hl. EK. Powell, Mr. Frederick Wallace, with the Chair- 
man and Secretary. 

Report of Deieygates to Conference re Representation of the 
Branch on the Central Council—The delegates, Mr. F.. 
and Dr. reported that a meeting of 
delegates from the Stratford, Walthamstow, and City 
Divisions had been held; the delegates from the Totten- 
ham Division had been prevented from attending. At. 
this meeting it was resolved that Dr. St. Clair B. Shadwell 
be nominated by the eastern group of Divisions to repre- 
sent the Branch on the Central Council. 

Nomination of Representative of branch on Centraé 
Council—It was proposed by Dr. Mason GREENWOOD, 
seconded by Mr. Cuisnonm Witt, and unanimously 
resolved, that Dr. St. Clair B. Shadwell be nominated by 
the City Division to represent the Branch on the Council.. 

Notices of Motion, etc., for Representative Meeting.—The 
remainder of the provisional agenda paper was discussed, 
part having been considered at a previous meeting. While 
on several matters the wishes of the Division were 
expressed, generally it was left to the Representative to 
vote at the Representative Meeting as he thinks fit. 

The meeting was then adjurned till 7 p.m. on Thursday, 
June 7th, at the Gaiety Restaurant. The adjourned 
meeting will be followed by the annual dinner at 7.30. 


MARYLEBONE DIvIston. 
A GENERAL meeting of the Marylebone Division was held 
at. the rooms of the Medical Society, 11, Chandos Street,. 
W., on Tuesday, May 22nd, at 5 p.m. 

Confirmation of Minutes—The minutes were signed as. 
correct. 

Nominations for Branch Council.—Dr. de Havilland Hall 
was nominated for Vice-President of the Branch Council. 
Mr. Betham Robinson for the Treasurership, and Mr. 
D’Arcy Power as Secretary. 

Meeting of Representatives of Metropolitan Divisions.—The 
report of the Representatives appointed to attend a 
meeting of Representatives from the other Divisions of 
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the Metropolitan Counties Branch to discuss the nomina- 
tion of candidates for the Council of Association was 
received and approved of, and the Representatives were 
thanked for their services. 

Nomination for Central Counetl—Sir Victor Horsley 
was nominated as the candidate of the Marylebone 
Division for the Central Council. 

Registration of Nurses—(a) The Division approved in 
general of the method of registration of nurses proposed 
by the Select Committee of the House of Commons: 
The Division approved of the separate registration of 
midwifery nurses. 

Notices of Motion referred to the Division —C. 4, 5; K. 15, 
16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25; M. 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 
37, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 53, 54, 55, 56, 
57, 58, 59. The Representative of the Division was 
empowered to act as he thought best with regard to these 
resolutions. 


THE annual meeting of the Division was held at the 
Rooms of the Royal Medical and Chirurgical Society, 
20, Hanover Square, W., on Tuesday, May 29th, at 5 p.m., 
Dr. RapeLirFe Crocker in the chair. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of the previous 
general meeting were signed as correct. 

Election of Officers.—The following officers were elected : 
Chairman, Dr. Lauriston Shaw; Vice-Chairman, Dr. Dutton; 
Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, Dr. Comyns Berkeley. 
The following Representatives of the Division on the 
Branch Council were elected: Dr. Dutton, Dr. Hawthorne, 
Wr. Lauriston Shaw, Dr. Lennard Williams, Dr. Atwood 
Thorne, Dr. Comyns Berkeley, Mr. Armour. Sir Victor 
Horsley was elected as the Representative of the Division 
at the Representative Meetings of the Association. 

Report of Evecutive Committee—-The annual report of 
the Executive Committee was received and adopted. 

Votes of Thani:s.—Votes of thanks were passed to the 
Chairman and Honorary Secretary for their services 
during the past year. 


RicuMOND Diviston. 
TueE annual meeting of the Richmond Division of the 
Metropolitan Counties Branch was held on May 16th. 

Nomination for Central Council.— Dr. F. G. Crookshank, 
of D’Antraigues, The Terrace, Barnes, S.W., was nominated 
ior election to the Central Council of the Association. 

Annual Representative Meeting—Dr. R. Langdon-Down, 
of Normansfield, Ilampton Wick, Middlesex, was _ re- 
«lected Representative of the Richmond Division at the 
Annual Meeting of Representatives. 

Representative on Branch Council—Dr. Wilson, The 
Moorings, Kew Gardens, Surrey, was elected the Represen- 
tative of the Division on the Branch Council. 

Election of Honorary Secretary.—Dr. Charles §. Blair, of 
Richmond, was elected Honorary Secretary. 


Sr. Pancras AnD IsLinGcton Division. 
THE annual meeting was held on May 25th at the St. Mary 
fslington Infirmary, Highgate Hill; Dr. Francis J. 
BUCKELL in the chair. 

Election of Officers.—The officers for the ensuing year 
were elected as follows: Chairman, Dr. Walter Smith of 
St. Paneras ; Vice-Chairman, Dr. F. Greaves of Islington; 
Secretary, Dr. W. H. Yeld, of 15, Gloucester Road, Regent's 
Park, N.W.; Representative for the Annual Meeting, Wr. 
Walter Smith: Representatives on the Branch Council, Drs. 
Buckell, Walter Smith, and W. H. Yeld: and Members of 
the Executive Committee, Drs. 'Theobalds, Hearne, Crabb, 
Ladell, Berton, Buckell, and Wynn Westcott. 

Annual Report and Balance Sheet.—The SEcRETARY read 
the annual report and balance sheet, which were received 
and adopted and ordered to be entered on the minutes. 
The expenditure for the year was £16 12s.; eight meetings 
had been held; at six meetings lectures were given and 
some political matter discussed; two meetings were 
entirely devoted to medico-political discussions. 

Annual Representative Meeting—The provisional agenda 
for the Annual Representative Meeting to be held in 
July was considered seriatim, and the Representative was 
instructed to propose amendments as follows: on page 
233, No. 35, to alter consulting the Divisions to taking the 
opinion of a Representative Meeting: No. 48,as to the 
supply of vaccine to add the word “free”; No. 49, to 


read “every registered medical practitioner to have the 
privileges of a public vaccinator”; No. 55, to omit the 
words “whose staff are general practitioners,” and the 
word “ specially.” 

Resolution as to Mectings.—It was resolved to hold no 
further meeting until October, unless required to discuss 
some medico-political business. 


TOTTENHAM DIVISION. 
THE annual meeting of the Division was held at the 
Tottenham Hospital on Friday, May 25th, at 4 p.m. 
Dr. E. Hooper May presided. 

Nominations for Central Council—Dr. St. Clair Shadwell, 
of Walthamstow, was selected and nominated by the 
Division as the Representative of the Metropolitan 
Counties Branch on the Central’ Council of the 
Association. 

Election of Officers—The following officers were elected 
for the next session: Chairman, Dr. Leonard Grant; Vice- 
Chairman, Dr. C. E. Hutt; Committee, Drs. Hooper, Major 
Greenwood, Gogarty, R. E. Foott, and Tresilian. Dr. 
H. F. Staunton, 88, High Road, Wood Green, N., was 
elected Honorary Secretary and Treasurer. 

Annual Representative Meeting.—The Division decided 
to leave it in the hands of Dr. Fuller to vote as he judged 
best for the interest of the members at the meeting of the 
Representatives of Divisions and Branches to be held in 
London at the end of next July in connexion with the 
annual meeting of the Association. 

The late Dr. Tomlin—A vote of condolence was passed 
to the widow and family of the late Dr. R. F. Tomlin, of 
49, Lordship Lane, Wood Green, expressing their sym- 
pathy in their bereavement; and the Secretary was 
directed to write to Mrs. Tomlin expressing the sympathy 
of the members of the Division. 


WanpswogtH Division. 
Tup annual meeting was held on Friday, May 25th, at 
6.30 p.m., in the Battersea Town Hall, H.R. Ker, F.R.C.S., 
Chairman, presiding. 

Minutes.—It was resolved that the minutes should be 
read at the next meeting. 

Correspondence.—Several communications were read and 
dealt with. A lengthy correspondence with reference to 
the proposed children’s hospital in Wandsworth was 
deferred for consideration at a special meeting to be called 
for June 5th at the Wandsworth Town Hall. 

Representative at Annual Representative Meeting.—Dr. 
L. 8S. McManus was duly elected for the year 1906-7. 

Election of Officers and Committee—The CHAIRMAN 
reported that the following had been duly elected to act 
for the year 1906-7: Chairman, Llewellyn Williams, 
L.R.C.S.; Vice-Chairman, Malcolm Mackintosh, M.D.; 
Chairman-Elect, Gilbert Richardson, M.R.C.P.; Hon. 
Seeretary and Treasurer, 1. Rowland Fothergill, M.B.; Hon. 
Assistant Seeretaries, D. R. Powell Evans, M.R.C.S., 
Charles J. Martin, M.B., Allan J. Swallow, M.B.; Represen- 
tatires on the Metropolitan Branch Council, M. G. Biggs, 
M.D., George Walker, M.R.C.S.; Ordinary Members of the 
Committee, (Balham) Hugh R. Ker, F.R.C.S., (Battersea) 
W. G. Gyton, M.RC.S., (Clapham) F. Stocks, M.R.C.S., 
(Putney) J. Gay, M.R.C.S., (Tooting) H. T. Barron, M.D., 
(Wandsworth) EF. J. Pritchard, M.R.C.S., (Wimbledon) 
P. B. Spurgin, M.R.C.S. 

Elections to Ethical, Hospital. and Science Committees.— 
These were deferred to the special meeting to be held on 
June 5th. 

Annual Report.—The following is the text of the annual 
report presented: Your Executive Committee submit the 
annual report of the Division to its members. They 
consider that, on perusing the same, the members will 
say that during the past twelve months the Association in 
their district has not been inactive, but has done good 
work toward advancing science and the honour and 
interests of the medical profession. The membership in 
May last was 151, and now is 175. There have been 
sixteen ordinary meetings held in various districts, at 
three of which science papers have been read, and at four 
clinical demonstrations have been given; various matters 
of medico-political interest have been discussed at thirteen 
meetings. The average attendance has been nineteen. 
During the past twelve months several meetings of special 
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interest have been held. A public meeting was held in 
February under the auspices of this Division to bring 
before the profession and members of the laity the aims 
and objects of the National League for Physical Education 
and Development; but owing to various other important 
meetings being held on that date, the attendance, although 
over sixty in number, was not as large as it would other- 
wise have been. There appears to be no reason why this 
Division should not annually have under its auspices a 
public meeting for the prominent members of the 
laity resident within its area, at which a popular 
lecture on some scientific topic could given. 
There have also been three conjcint meetings held. Two 
have been with the Chelsea and Richmond Divisions to 
consider the questions of the proposed general hospital at 
Putney and the Wandsworth Children’s Cottage Hospital 
on West Hill. Steps are now being taken to make these 
hospitals a benefit and not a source of abuse in the 
district, while at the same time safeguarding the interests 
of the medical profession. The third conjoint meeting 
was held on April 19th with the neighbouring Divisions 
(Chelsea, Westminster, Richmond, Lambeth, Norwood, 
and Croydon) to consider the proposed Royal Charter, at 
which the general principles were discussed, and explana- 
tions of important points were made by Dr. Verrall, 
Ciairman of the Organization Committee, and the Medical 
Secretary. Other conjoint meetings could be held with 
great advantage as occasion offers, as they result in diffusing 
interest, and aid towards the union of the profession. 
A meeting of the whole of the local profession was held in 
December to consider contract practice. Three clinical 
meetings have been held at the Bolingbroke Hospital, and 
one at the Wandsworth Infirmary. Your Committee feel 
sure the local profession have greatly appreciated these 
facilities, and are indebted to those who have kindly offered 
them. Scientific meetings have been held at Clapham 
Common, Balham,and Wimbledon. Your Committee will 
shortly consider what may be done to extend these 
opportunities, more especially by holding meetings for 
the reading of papers and the demonstration of pathological 
specimens at two or more places in the wide area the 
Division covers on the same evenings. The Division had 
at its meeting, in December, at Clapham, the opportunity 
of hearing able addresses by Sir W. Broadbent and Dr. 
We:t, who placed before the members the claims of the 
British Medical Benevolent Fund. This resulted in a 
large collection being made, and several new annual 
subscribers being obtained. In Division meetings the 
following subjects have been considered and dealt with: 
Contract practice, ambulance lectures and examinations, 
co-ordination of science work, election to the General 
Medical Council in November, 1906, the pathologists to 
the London County Council, the desirability of the repre- 
sentation of the London members on the Central Couneil 
of the Association being more widely distributed, nurse 
registration, parliamentary elections, audit of Coroner 
Troutbeck’s accounts, subscribers’ letters at the Incurable 
Hospital, Putney, ete. Your Executive Committee have 
also had under consideration the following, among other 
matters: Advertising with reference to a laundry in 
Wimbledon, improvement of the British MeEpicaL 
JOURNAL, scheduled poisons, ambulances for transference 
of sick poor to the hospitals, out-patient cards at the 
Bolingbroke Hospital, the actions of local midwives, 
licences required for doctors’ boys, local advertising 
by dentists and sellers of abortives, ete. Sub- 
committees have been formed, and have dealt with the 
following subjects: Contract practice, conferences with 
L.C.C. pathologists, registration of nurses, parliamentary 
candidates in January last, science work of the Division. 
On the Branch Council the following subjects have been 
brought forward by your Representatives: The payment 
of medical men called in by midwives, revision of the 
rules of the Midwives Board, the formation of a Medico- 
Political Committee of the Branch, a conversazione of the 
Branch to be held in July next. At the Annual Repre- 
sentative Meeting held in Leicester last July, your Repre- 
sentative brought forward, among others, the following 
subjects for consideration: Increased metropolitan repre- 
sentation on the Central Council, representation of the 
Association on outside bodies, amendments in death 
certificates and coroners’ law, the recent reference to the 
late Prime Minister with regard to Coroner Troutbeck, ete. 
At the Annual Representative Meeting to be held in 


London in July next the following subjects, among 
others, will be brought forward by your Representative : 
Capitation grants to Divisions, due representation of the 
profession on the Nurses’ Educational Council, and the 
questions of obtaining new Association offices and the 
engaging of District Medical Organizing Secretaries, ete. 
There has happily been no need to call together the 
Kthical Committee. The conjoint South London Hospital 
Committee, which came into existence as a result of the 
initiative of your Division, and on which you are repre- 
sented, is still negotiating with King’s College Hospital; 
and the prospects of a satisfactory scheme being elaborated 
to prevent this hospital when at Camberwell being 
injurious to the profession practising within its vicinity 
are hopeful. The Troutbeck controversy, your Committee 
regrets, has not as yet been satisfactorily completed, im 
spite of the Association objecting to the needless expenses, 
ineurred by that coroner in carrying out his duties, But it. 
is some gratification to the profession to know that the 
list of eighteen special pathologists has, through the 
efforts of your Committee, been reduced to two, neither of 
whom are members of the Association. Were the profes- 
sion united, even these two would find it to their own 
personal interest to cease to act ina way that can ouly be 
characterized as detrimental to the honour and interests. 
of the profession, Correspondence has taken place with 
Mr. Coroner Troutbeck with reference to some recent public 
statements of his, and it is proposed shortly to publish this. 
The above numerous and important undertakings cannot 
be carried out without some expense. The total amount. 
expended during the past year was £69 3s. 3d., or 8s. 3d. 
per member. Your Committee feel that the members wilk 
agree that this is not to be considered in any way extrava- 
gant. As the result of numerous expressions by the mem- 
bers that something of the sort should be attempted, 
representatives have been elected to serve on a Conjoint 
Committee formed by this Division, the S.W.London Medical 
Society, and the Wimbledon and District Medical Society, 
in order to investigate and report what steps it might be 
thought desirable to take in order to combine the scien- 
tifie and ethical work of these three societies. Greater 
interest has been shown during the past year by the locab 
members, and your Committee hope that still further 
efforts will be made to develop the Association in your 
midst for the benefit of the medical profession. They are 
gratified to see several new members coming forward to 
help on your Executive Committee. They take this oppor- 
tunity of thanking all those members who during the past. 
twelve months have aided by work on Committees and De- 
putations in furthering in your midst the development of 
science and the maintenance of the honour and interests. 
of the medical profession. Increased membership is most 
desirable. Many in your district are still unattached. Your 
Committee would again appeal to each member to obtain 
at least one new member during the coming year. 
The report was discussed, members expressing their 
appreciation of the work undertaken by their Committee 
and representatives. The report was adopted. 

Annual Dinner.—At 7.15 p.m. Mr. Hugh R. Ker, F.R.C.S., 
Chairman, received the guests of the Division, and the 
members and their friends. At 7.30 the company, num- 
bering 82, adjourned to the large Banqueting Hall, which 
presented a brilliant appearance, having been tastefully 
decorated with flowers by the wife of the Chairman. 
Among the guests were Mr. Percy Thornton, M.P., Surgeon- 
General Keogh, (.B., the Mayors of Battersea, Wandswortl» 
and Wimbledon, the late candidates for the four parliamen- 
tary districts within the Division area, the local members 
of the London County Council,{he Chairman of the Wands- 
worth Board of Guardians, Sir Cooper Perry, the Chairman 
of the Central Council, the President of the Metropolitan 
Branch, the Chairman of the Organization Committee, 
most of the visiting staff of the Bolingbroke Hospital, the 
Editor of the JournaL, Dr. Ernest Jones (Harley Street), 
as well as members of the Association from various 
districts in London. Letters of regret were received from. 


Sir Henry Kimber, Bart., M.P., absent through illness, ° 


and Sir Batty Tuke, M.P., and Sir Victor Horsley, F.R.S., 
who were prevented from attending owing to the ex- 
cessive work of the General Medical Council]. After the 
dinner there was a lengthy toast list to be dealt with, 
which was interspersed with glees by the Lyston Glee 
Singers (kindly provided by the Chairman). Surgeon- 
General Kroacu, replying for “The Army, Navy, and 
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Reserve Forces,” gave a most important exposition of the 
present intentions of the War Office with regard tothe train- 
ing of the civilian medical practitioner in war requirements 
during times of peace. The company separated at a late 
hour, after a most enjoyable evening. This annual event 
bids fair to become the great function of the medical pro- 
fession in this district, and is used as the means of 
bringing the laity into touch with the Association and 
tts objects. 


SOUTHERN BRANCH: 
SALISBURY DIVISION. 
THE annual meeting was held on May 16th at the 


. Entirmary, Salisbury, at 8.30 p.m., preceded by dinner at 


the County Hotel, Dr. Harris (Chairman) presiding. 
Confirmation of Minutes—The minutes of the last 
meeting were read and approved. 
LIetters.—Letters were read by the SrEcreTARY from 


‘Dr. Tubb Thomas, from the Clerk to the Wilts County 


Council, and from Mr. George Harris, Clerk to the 
Salisbury Education Committee. 

Baiance Sheet.—The Treasurer's account and _ balance 
sheet, showing a balance in hand of £13 9s. 3d., were 
approved by the meeting. 

Election of Officers —Dr. E. Frson was elected Chair- 
man for the ensuing year, and thereupon took the chair 
vesigned by Dr. Harris. The following officers were then 
«lected :— J tce-Chairman: Dr. FE. Farr (Andover). Honorary 
Secretary and Treasurer: J. E. Gordon. Representative for 
Representative Meetings: Mr. C. R. Straton. Representa- 
¢ives on Branch Council: Dr. Fison, Mr. L. S. Luckham. 
Zvecutive Committee: Dr. Blackmore, Dr. Kempe, Mr. 
Luckham, Mr. March, Mr. Richmond, Mr. Willcox. 

Vote of Thanks to Retiring Chairman.—Mr. LucKHAM 
proposed that a vote of thanks be given to the retiring 
<hairman (Dr. Harris of Shaftesbury) for his services as 
ehairman during the past year. This was seconded by 
Dr. Frson and carried unanimously. 

Vote of Thanks to Honorary Secretary.—It was proposed 
by Mr. ManninG and seconded by Mr. Witucox that a 
vote of thanks be accorded by this Division to the 
ilonorary Secretary for his services, and this should be 
entered on the minutes. This was carried unanimously. 

Annual Representative Mecting.—The business of the 
Annual Representative Meeting was considered by the 
eneeting, and an instruction given to the Representative 
with regard to the fees for life assurance examinations 
as follows: 

That the fee for examinations in cases of ordinary life 

assurance should be at least 10s. 6d. for policies up to 
and including £100, and 21s. for policies over £100. 


Proposed Royal Charter.—The proposed application for 
a Charter for the Association was considered, and the 
scheme met with the approval of this Division. 

Division and Branch Finance.—The present system of 
Division and Branch finance was considered and replies 
Yorwarded to the questions submitted by the Organization 
Committee. 

Rules of the Central Midwives Board.—These were con- 
sidered. No suggestions were made. It was decided to 
send acopy of the following resolutions, passed at the 
last meeting, to the Secretary of the Central Midwives 
Board : 

That the forms sent by midwives when attending labour 
cases are misleading as regards the payment to medical 
men called in to assist midwives. 

That the midwives should be instructed that the sending of 
such a form does not entail the compulsory attendance of 
any medical men. « 

That on each form this shenld be specified ; also that the 
patient in question should be responsible for the medical 
fee. 

Fees for Life Assurance Examinations.—The report of the 
Executive Committee on Fees for hxamination of Cases 
for Life Assurance was presented. After consideration of 
the subject, the Committee recommended that concerted 
action with regard to payment for these examinations 
should be taken by individual members of the Division, 
and that this might be done in two ways: (a) By fixing 
the fee according to the amount of information to be 
obtained irrespective of the sum to be assured; (+) by 
fixing the fee according to the sum assured, that is, 10s. 6d. 
for £100, and amounts under that sum; 21s. for amounts 
over £100. It was stated by Mr. Straton that in 1907 this 


matter would be referred to the Divisions, and it would 
be inadvisable to take any active steps in the matter at 
present. This was agreed to by the meeting, and a reso- 
lution by Dr. Harris embodying suggestion (4) of the 
Executive Committee was carried unanimously, as an 
instruction to the Representative of the Division. 

Direct Representation on General Medical Council_—A 
letter was read from the Secretary of the Wandsworth 
Division advocating the claims of Dr. McManus as a 
candidate for election on the General Medical Council. 

Paper—Mr. 1. 8. LuckHAM read a paper on a case of 
infantile melaena. 

Vote of Thanks to Infirmary Committee.—It was proposed 
that a vote of thanks be given to the Committee of the 
Salisbury Infirmary for allowing the Division the use of 
their room for the meeting. This was carried unani- 
mously. The meeting then terminated. 


SOUTH-EASTERN BRANCH: 
FOLKESTONE DIVISION. 

THE annual meeting of the Folkestone Division was held 
at Hotel Wampach on Tuesday, May 22nd, at 7.15 p.m. 
Dr. P. Lewis occupied the chair. 

Confirmation of Minutes—The minutes of the last 
annual meeting were read and confirmed. , 

Election of Officers.—The following officers were elected : 
Chairman, Mr. W. P. Barrett; Vice-Chairman, Mr. A. R. 
Davis; Representative on Branch Councii, Dr. J. A. Menzies: 
Eweeutive Committee, Dr. E. G. Sworder, Dr. K. J. G. 
Calverley, and Mr. M. Dobbs; Honorary Secretary, Dr. 
P. Vernon Dodd. 

Report of Evecutive Committee—The annual report of 
the kxecutive Committee was received and adopted. 

Average Attendanee—The average attendance during 
the year was eighteen. 

Dinner.—Fifteen members were present at the dinner. 


ANNUAL MEETING OF FOLKESTONE, ASHFORD, AND 
Dover CONSTITUENCY. 
THE annual meeting of the Folkestone, Ashford, and 
Dover constituency was held on the same day. 

Election of Officers.—The following officers were elected : 
Representative at Representative Mectings, Mr. R. W. Ord. 
Deputy Representative at Representative Mectings, Dr. 
P. Vernon Dodd. 

Annual Representative Meeting—Some discussion took 
place concerning the business of the Annual Representa- 
tive Meeting. 


SOUTH MIDLAND BRANCH: 
NORTHAMPTONSHIRE DIVISION, 
A LARGELY- ATTENDED meeting of the Division was held in 
the Library of the Northampton General Hospital on 
May 22nd, under the chairmanship of Dr. CLEMENT 
DvkKEs. 

Election of Officers, ete.—Mr. S. E. Basseter (Wollaston) 
was elected Representative of this Division and the 
Aylesbury Division. Mr. H. Cropley (Northampton) was 
elected Chairman for the ensuing year. The election of 
the other officers at the last meeting was confirmed. 

South Northamptonshire Nursing Club— Mr. J. Terry 
(Daventry) introduced a discussion on The South North- 
amptonshire Nursing Club—its merits and demerits: Is 
the British Medical Association to support it? While 
acknowledging that nursing clubs are of great benefit to 
the poor, Mr. Terry formulated the following indictment 
against the club under discussion : (1) The non-representa- 
tion of medical men on the Committee. (2) Inefficient 
control of nurses, because of head No.1. (3) That, though 
the club professes to be self-supporting, it is not so in the 
proper sense of the term—that is, the scheme could not be 
carried out without the aid of honorary subscribers. 
(4) The midwife question. No one, he said, objects to the 
service of a nurse in really poor cases, but even then 
there are objections —-for example, the question | of 
covering an unqualified assistant. The great objec- 
tion, however, is that patients who can afford £1 10s., 
now need pay only 5s. for confinements. (5) Withb- 
out medical control abuses easily creep in. An ani- 
mated discussion ensued, in which it was generally 
agreed that the nurses were useful and helpful, and a boon 
to the poor, but that it was essential that they should be 
under proper medical control, and not act as unqualified 
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medical practitioners, thereby injuring not only the 
medical practitioners but their patients also. Dr. 
CLEMENT Dukes pointed out that these nursing associa- 
tions were rising in every direction, and that a time was 
coming when the British Medical Association should for- 
mulate a code of rules which it should invite them to 
accept. On the motion of Mr. Baxrer, seconded by Mr. 
LINNELL, the following two propositions were submitted 
to the meeting, and carried unanimously : 

(1) That all the medical men practising in the nursing area 
of the South Northamptonshire Nursing Club should be 
members of the Committee. 

(2) That the nurse should only attend a case with the 
sanction of a medical man. 

It was hoped that if these rules are accepted by the 
Nursing Association all difficulties will be able to be 
arranged. The Secretary was requested to communicate 
them to the Nursing Association. 

Registration of Nurses.—The State registration of nurses 

was then briefly discussed, but no proposal was voted on 
by the Division. 


SOUTH WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE BRANCH: 
MONMOUTHSHIRE DIvIsIONn, 

Tue annual meeting of this Division was held in the 

Newport and Monmouthshire Hospital on Friday, May 

25th, Dr. J. GLENDINNING in the chair. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—The minutes of special 
meetings held on March 16th and on April 23rd were 
read and confirmed. 

Apologies for Non-attendance.—Letters of regret for 
inability to attend from Drs. Redwood and Brown were 
read. 

Installation of New Chairman.—Dr. 8. Butler Mason 
having been elected Chairman for the ensuing year, Dr. 
Glendinning vacated the chair in his favour. 

Vote of Thanks to Retiring Chairman.—A vote of thanks 
to Dr. Glendinning for the able manner in which he had 
conducted the business of the Division during his year of 
office was proposed by Dr. GratrE, seconded by Mr. 
GREER, and carried by acclamation. Dr. GLENDINNING 
briefly acknowledged the Vote and thanked the members 
of the Division for the support they had given him. 

Election of Officers and Council—Dr. MULLIGAN pro- 
posed that Dr. W. D. Steel be elected Vice-Chairman for 
the ensuing year, and in doing so voiced the opinion of 
the meeting in expressing the sincere thanks of the 
Division to Dr. Steel for his services as Representative 
and its regret for his inability to continue the duties. The 
motion was seconded by Dr. Essrx, and carried 
unanimously. Dr. Steet briefly returned thanks. On the 
proposition of Dr. T. M. Tuomas, seconded by-Dr. T, 
McGinn, the Honorary Secretaries, W. J. Greer and 
R. J. Coulter, were unanimously re-elected, and returned 
thanks for the expression of the continued confidence of 
the members of the Division. On the proposition of 
Dr. GLENDINNING, seconded by Mr. GrreErR, Dr. Essex was 
unanimously elected Representative of the Division at the 
Representative Meeting. The following were unanimously 
elected members of the Branch Council: Drs. Glen- 
dinning, Gamble, Gratte, and Marsh. A ballot having 
been taken, the following were elected on the Executive 
Committee: Drs. Griffiths, Haslett, Mulligan, and 
T. Morrell Thomas. 

Report of Executive Committce.—The report of the 
Executive Committee was read. The Committee recom- 
mended the Division to approve of the Draft Royal 
Charter. The Committee expressed its opinion that there 
ought to be no curtailment of the work of the Medical 
Secretary's Department, but that in the interests of the 
Association and the profession it ought to be encouraged 
and extended. The report was adopted. 

Annual Representative Mecting—The Representative was 
given full power to act in relation to the business of the 
Representative Meeting. 

Future Meetings of the Division.—It was decided to hold 
meetings of the Division quarterly as before, the annual 
meeting at Newport on the last Friday of May, a meeting 
at Pontypool on the first Friday of September, and the 
other meetings on the last Fridays of November and 
February at Newport and Abergavenny respectively. 
Authority was given to the Executive Committee to alter 
these dates if circumstances demand it. 


SOUTH-WESTERN BRANCH: 
Torquay Division. 
Tuk annual meeting of the Torquay Division was held on 
May 18th at the Torbay Hospital at 4.30 p.m. 

Annual Iteport.—The Honorary Srecrerary read the 
following report on the work of the past year: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN,—In submitting to you 
my annual report I beg to point out the fact that the 
meetings of this Division being purely business ones, it. 
is impossible to look for a large attendance or for an 
attendance in the least representative of the strength of 
the Division. That during the past year every meeting 
called has had a quorum is, I think, extremely creditable. 
The present membership of the Division is 87. There 
have been five meetings of the Division and one meeting 
of the Executive Committee. The average attendance at 
the Division at meetings has been 6!. The Division 
appointed a Subcommittee to interview the candidates for 
Parliament to ascertain their views with regard to the 
Public Health Bill. The candidates’ replies were circulated 
through the Division. The rules of the Central Midwives 
Board were referred to the Executive Committee. This 
Committee met on March 10th, and, after shorily dis- 
cussing the rules, found them as satisfactory as possible. 
Dr. Eales brought up the question of the payment of 
doctors for certifying children unfit to attend school. The 
Secretary was instructed to write to the Education Depart- 
ment of Torquay on the matter. This Department, after 
considering the question, offered to pay 1s. for each certi- 
ficate. This was accepted, and the Education Department 
has sent books of certificate forms to each doctor in 
Torquay. The proposed Charter for the Association was- 
discussed at a meeting held on April 5th. It was thought. 
that more time was required to carefully consider this. 
matter, and that under no circumstances should the 
subscription to the Association ever exceed 30s. 

Dr. OpELL moved that the report be adopted. This was 
carried. 

General Medical Council Election.—A letter from the 
Wandsworth Division re nominations by the Representa- 
tive Meeting for the General Medical Council election, 
urging the claims of Dr. McManus, was read. 

Election of Officers—The election of officers for the 
ensuing year then took place. Dr. Odell was re-elected 
Chairman; Dr. Young Eales was elected Vice-Chairman ; 
Mr. Wilkin was re-elected Honorary Secretary: Dr. Odelt 
was re-elected Representative to the Representative Meet- 
ing: Dr. Males was elected substitute; the following were 


elected Representatives on the Branch Council: Drs. J. I. . 


Gough, A. EK. Hayward, C. W. Vickers, G. C. Wilkin : 
Executive Committee, Drs. Carver, Culross, Dunlop, 
McKenzie, and Powell. 

An Ambulance for Torquay.—Dr. CaRrvER brought up the 
fact that there was no ambulance in Torquay. After the 
matter had been discussed, Dr. Carver moved the following 
resolution, which was seconded by Dr. TIDSWELL: 

That a suitable ambulance should be provided by the 

Borough of Torquay. 
This was put to the meeting and carried unanimously. 


YORKSHIRE BRANCH: 
Braprorp Division. 
A spEcIAL meeting of this Division was held at the Kye 
and Ear Hospital, Bradford, on Tuesday, May 22nd, 
at 8.30 p.m. Dr. Mrtcien. (Chairman) presided. 

Confirmation of Minutes.—Dr. (Honorary Sec- 
retary) read the minutes of three meetings held in con- 
nexion with the Division, which ‘vere adopted unani- 
mously. 

Nomination of Officers.--The office-bearers for the session 
1906-7 were nominated. 

The Annual Mecting of the Association in 1907.—-The fol- 
lowing gentlemen, approved by the Executive Committee 
to act as a deputation to the Council for the purpose of 
inviting the Association to hold its annual general meeting 
in Bradford in 1907, were on the proposition of Dr. 
CROWLEY, seconded by Dr. J. H. Beit, unanimously 
elected: Sir George Robertson, K.C.S.1., M.P.; the Pre- 
sident of the Yorkshire Branch; and Drs. and Messrs. 
Bronner, Basil Hall, Handeock, Goyder, Horrocks, Camp- 
bell, Evans, Bampton, Perry, Althorp, Little, and 
Metcalfe. 
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Voluntary Notification of Phthisis—Dr. Evans moved the 
following resolution: 

That this Division approves of a system of voluntary notifi- 
cation of phthisis in Bradford. 

Dr. Evans, in moving his resolution, said he was anxious 
to obtain the views of the medical profession in Bradford on 
this subject. The function of the sanitary authority is to 
prevent, but not to cure, disease. He thought that volun- 
tary notification would be of great assistance to his depart- 
ment in this way. Dr. CAMPBELL seconded the resolution. 
Drs. J. H. Bein, GoypER, CrowLey, Batson, SHARP, and 
Nerecnu (Medical Officer of Health for Halifax) supported. 
Dr. Hime was antagonistic to the proposal. He showed a 
series of charts to demonstrate that notification had not 
reduced the incidence of any of the infectious diseases. 
Dr. MANKNELL was also opposed to the resolution, which 
was, however, on being put to the meeting, carried by a 
considerable majority. 

Inquiry as to Public Vaccination —Dr. moved the 

following resolution : 

That in the opinion of the Bradford Division it is very 
important that the Council of the Association should take 
early steps to secure that witnesses representing the views 
of general practitioners, who are not public vaccinators, 
should be heard at the inquiry about to be held on the 
subject of public vaccination. 

Dr. Hime’s chief objection to the present method of 
earrying out public vaccination was the domiciliary visit. 
Mr. Beckton seconded,’ Dr. J. H. Bett considered the 
resolution unnecessary. Mr. WHERRY WILLSON considered 
that public vaccination should be transferred to the depart- 
ment of the medical officer of health. Dr. Drury 
<Halifax), who had been invited by Dr. Hime to be 
present, was against the resolution, although he considered 
it practically harmless. On being put to the vote the 
resolution was declared carried. 


&@ To ensure the insertion of notices in this column, they 
must be received at the Central Offices of the Association 
viol later than the first post on Tuesday. 


Association Notices. 
1906 ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


The Annual General Meeting of the 
British Medical Association will be held 
in the Caxton Hall, Caxton Street, Victoria 
Street, London, S.W., on Tuesday, July 
24th at 10 o’clock in the forenoon. 


ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING. 


The Annual Representative Meeting will 
take place in the Caxton Hall, Caxton 
Street, Victoria Street, London, S.W., on 
Tuesday, July 24th, immediately after the 
Annual General Meeting, which will be 
held at 10 o’clock in the forenoon; on 
Wednesday, July 25th, at 10 a.m.; on 
Thursday, July 26th, at 10 am. if re- 
quired; also on Friday, July 27th, at 
10 a.m. if required. 

BY ORDER OF THE COUNCIL, 
GUY ELLISTON, General Secretary. 


LIBRARY OF THE BRITISH MEDICAL 
ASSOCIATION, 
MEMBERS are reminded that the Library and Writing 


Rooms of the Association are fitted up for the accommoda- | 


tion of the members in commodious apartments, at the 
office of the Association, 429, Strand. The rooms are open 
from 10 a.m. to 5 p.m., except on Saturdays, when they 
close at 2 p.m. Members can have their letters addressed 
to them at the office. 


BRANCH AND DIVISION MEETINGS TO BE HELD. 


ABERDEEN BRANCH.— Election of Member of Council.— 
Nominations are requested to be sent to Dr. J. F. Christie, 
Honorary Secretary, 7, Alford Place, Aberdeen, on or before 
June 2nd. Each candidate must be nominated by not less 
than three members. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH.—The annual meeting of the Bir- 
mingham Branch will be held at the Medical Institute on 
Thursday, June 14th, at 3.30 p.m.—T. SYDNEY SHORT, Honorary 
Secretary, 85, Edmund Street, Birmingham. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH! CENTRAL DIVISION.—The annual 
meeting will be held at the Medical Institute on Wednesday, 
June 6th, at 4 p.m. Business: (1) Election of officers, members 
of Branch Council, and of Executive Committee. (2) To receive 
the annual report. (3) Toinstruct the Representative (SUPPLE- 
MENT, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, May 5th). (4) Vote of 
thanks to retiring officers. (5) Any other business.—E. D. 
Kirby, Honorary Secretary. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH: COVENTRY DIVISION.—The annual 
meeting of this Division will be held at the Coventry and 
Warwickshire Hospital on Wednesday, June 13th, at 8.30 p.m. 
Agenda: (1) To elect oiticers and the Executive Committee for 
the year. (2) To receive the annual report of the Executive 
Committee. (3) The Committee will recommend the adoption 
of the following resolution : ‘‘ That no member of the profes- 
sion in the area of the Division shall take over the medical 
officership of one of the Friendly Societies connected with the 
dispensary in the event of such society seceding from that 
institution before the satisfactory termination of the present 
dispute.” (4) Dr. Milner Moore will move that the Division 
approve the proposed application by the Association for a 
Royal Charter. (5) To thank the Committee of the Coventry 
and Warwickshire Hospital for the continued use of their 
Board Room for the meetings of the Division.—K. H. SNEuL, 
Honorary Secretary. 


BIRMINGHAM BRANCH: TAMWORTH AND NUNEATON 
Division.—A combined meeting of the Tamworth and Nun- 
eaton Division with the Coventry Division will be held at the 
Coventry and Warwickshire Hospital, Coventry, on Tuesday, 
June 19th, at 3.30 p.m., for the purpose of electing a Joint 
Representative to represent them at the Annual Representative 
Meeting, and to instruct him in regard to matters arising at 
that meeting (see SUPPLEMENT, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, 
May 5th).—K. H. SNELL, Secretary of the Constituency. 


BorDER COUNTIES BRANCH.—The annual meeting of this 
Branch will take place in the County Hotel, Carlisle, on Friday, 
June 29th, and not as previously announced.—F. R. HILL, 
Honorary Secretary. 


CAMBRIDGE AND HUNTINGDON BRANCH.—The annual meet- 
ing of the Branch will be held at Peterborough on Thursday, 
June 14th. Any member having communications to make 
should apply to the Honorary Secretary, F. E. APTHORPE 
WEBB, Grafton House, Cambridge. 


CAMBRIDGE AND HUNTINGDON BRANCH.—Notice of Election 
of a Member of Council.—Nominations for a Member of the 
Council, which must be signed by three members of the 
Branch, should be sent to the Honorary Secretary on or before 
Saturday, June 2nd.—F. E. APTHORPE WEBB, Grafton 
House, Cambridge, Honorary Secretary. 


DoRSET AND WEST II[ANTS BRANCH: WEST DORSET DIVISION. 
—The annual meeting of the Division will be held on Wed- 
nesday, June 13th, at the County Hospital, Dorchester, at 
3 p.m. Agenda: (1) Minutes. (2) To elect officers, namely— 
Chairman, Vice-Chairman, and Honorary Secretary. (3) To 
elect the Executive Committee of the Division. (4) To elect 
Representatives of the Division on the Branch Council. (5) 
To elect the Representative of the Division at Representative 
Meetings of the Association. (6) To consider the question of 
altering the date of the annual meeting of the Division from 
June to May. (7) To consider matters referred to Divisions. 
(8) Any other business. Afternoon tea.—J. CoMyNs LEAcH, 
Sturminster Newton, Honorary Secretary. 


DUNDEE Brancu.—The annual meeting of this Branch will 
be held in the Students’ Union, Dundee, on Friday, June 8th, 
at 4o’clock. Business: Election of office bearers. Proposed 
adoption of the ‘‘ Bradford Rules,” etc.—R. C. Buist and A. P. 
Low, Honorary Secretaries. 


East ANGLIAN BrANcH.—The annual meeting of the East 
Anglian Branch will be held at the Palace Hotel, Southend- 
on-Sea, on Tuesday, June 26th. Programme of Proceedings: 
12.30, Council meeting. 12.45, General meeting. Agenda: 
(1) Minutes of last meeting. [{(2) Report of the Council. 
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(3) Report of election of officers. 1.54, Luncheon, by kind invita- 
tion of the President-elect, Dr. Clough Waters, at the Palace 
Hotel. 2.30, Resumed general meeting. Introduction of Dr. 
Clough Waters as President of the Branch, by Dr. Barton. (4) 
President’s address. (5) Address by Sir Frederick Treves, 
Bart.. G.C.V.O., C.B., LL.D., Serjeant-Surgeon to His Majesty 
the King. 4 to 6, Garden party in the Shrubbery, by kind 
invitation of the Chairman and Members of the South [ssex 
Division. By the kind courtesy of the Commodore and Com- 
mittee of the Alexandra Yacht Club, members attending are 
considered to be members for the day.—B. H. NICHOLSON, 
H. A. BALLANCE, and J. Gutcd, Honorary Secretaries. 


East ANGLIAN BRANCH: WEST NoRFOLK DIVISION.—The 
Annual meeting of this Division will be held on Wednesday, 
July 4th, at tne residence of the Chairman (Dr. Thomas), 
Swaffoam. Lunch at 1.3) by invitation of the Chairman. 
Meeting at3 p.m. The agenda, besides containing the usual 
business of the annual meeting, contains for consideration 
the proposed application for a Royal Charter. The Chairman 
will also move the following alteration and addition to the 
rules: ‘*That Rule 11 shall read, ‘ordinary meetings of the 
Division shall be held ha/f-yearly, ete.’” Addition to Rule 9: 
“That the Honorary Secretary of the Scientific Committee 
be ipso facto a member of the Executive Committee.”— 
A. GaRDINER, King’s Lynn, Honorary Secretary. 


East YORK AND NORTH LINCOLN BRaNCH.—The annual 
meeting will be held at the Grimsby and District Hospital 
on Thursday, June 7th, at 4.30 p.m., and will be followed by 
dinner.—KE. M. HAINWoRTH, Honorary Secretary, 

ull. 


EDINBURGH BRANCH: SOUTH-EASTERN COUNTIES DIVISION 
—The annual meeting of this Division will be held in the 
King’s Arms Hotel, Melrose, on the afternoon of Friday, June 
22nd, Dr. Cullen, Chairman, presiding. Business: (1) Election 
of office- bearers. (2) Instructions to Representative.—W. 
HALL CaLVERT, Honorary Secretary. 


EDINBURGH BRANCH: SOUTHERN DIviIsion.—The annual 
meeting of the Division will be held in the Oddfellows’ Hall, 
Forrest Road, on Friday, June 8th, at 8.15 p.m. Business: (1) 
Minutes. (2) Annual report. (3) Secretary’s statement. (4) 
Election of officers. (5) Klection of Rapresentative to Repre- 
sentative Meetings. . (6) Election of Representatives on Branch 
Council. (7) Election of Executive Committee. (8) Instruc- 
tions to Representative to Representative Meetings. (9) 
Alteration of Rule 11. (10) Any other competent business.— 
MIcHaEL Dawar, Honorary Secretary, 24, Lauriston Place, 
Edinburgh. 


EDINBURGH AND FIFE (COMBINED) BRANCHES.—Nomina- 
tions for two Members of Council will be received by Dr. Logan 
Turner, 23, Walker Street, Edinburgh, on or before June 2nd. 
Nominations must be signed by two members.—NORMAN 
WALKER, Honorary Secretary. 


GLASGOW AND WEST OF SCOTLAND BRANCH.—Election of 
Representatives on Central Council. In accordance with 
By-law 24, nominations, each signed by three members of the 
Branch, must reach the Honorary Secretary on or hefore 
Monday, June 4th.—Dr. James H. NIcoLL, 4, Woodside Place, 
Glasgow, Honorary Secretary. 


LEINSTER AND SOUTH-[ast OF IRELAND BRANCH.—Nomina- 
tions of candidates for election as members of Central Council 
must be received by the undersigned on or before June 12th. 
—ArRTHUR H. WHITE, Honorary Secretary Leinster Branch, 
Malvern, Terenure Road, Dublin. 


METROPOLITAN COUNTIES BRANCH.—Notice is hereby given 
that voting papers for electing the Metropolitan Counties 
Branch Representatives on the Central Council will be sent 
out on or before June 16th, and must be returned by June 20th. 
Notice is also given that the annual meeting of the Branch 
for the declaration of the poll of ofticers and for amending the 
ethical and financial rules, and other business, will be held on 
Tuesday, June 26th.—FREDERICK J. SMITH and ERNEST CLARKE, 
Honorary Secretaries. 


MIDLAND BraNcH.—The annual meeting of this Branch will 
be held at the County Hospital, Lincoln, on Thursday, June 
7th, at 2.15. Agenda: Minutes. Report of Council. Election 
of two Representatives of Branch on General Council (the 
only nominations received are Dr. Pope and Dr. Carline, who 
will therefore be elected). Election of Branch officers. Elec- 
tion of Honorary Secretary of the Branch (Dr. Astley Clarke 
does not seek re-election). Election of President-elect for 
1907-8. Suggested re-combination of Divisions in Lincoln- 
shire. Any other business. Address by the new President. 
The President and Mrs. Mansel Sympson will be ‘‘at home” 
to the members of the Branch in the Castle grounds from 4 to 
6 p.m. Luncheon: The President will be glad to entertain 


members to lunch at his house, Deloraine Court, James Street 
from 1to 2 p.m. ‘The annual dinner will be held at the 
White Hart Hotel at6 p.m. ‘Tickets, 7s. 6d. each, exclusive 
of wine. Members desiring to dine are requested to notify the 
fact to Dr. E. Mausel Sympson, Lincoln, before Monday, June 
4th.—AsTLEY YV. CLARKE, M.D., Honorary Secretary an@ 
Treasurer. 


MUNSTER BRANCH.—Nominations will be received by me up 
to June 16th for Elective Member of Central Council, British 
Medical Association, in accordance with By-law 24.—PHILIP G. 
Lek, Honorary Secretary, 26, Patrick’s Hill, Cork. 


SoUTHERN BRANCH: SOUTHAMPTON DIVISION.—The annual 
meeting of the Division will be held on Friday, June 8th, in 
the Lesser Philharmonic Hall, Southampton, at 330 p.m. 
Business: (1) Minutes. (2) Communications. (3) (a) To elect 
officers, the Representative of the Division on the Branch: 
Council, and the ordinary members of tbe [Ixecutive Com- 
mittee ; (b) in conjunction with the Channel Islands Division 
—1. to clect the Representative of the Constituency in Repre- 
sentative Meetings of the Association; 2. to consider the 
business of the Annual Representative Meeting and to instruct 
the Representative as to how the members of the constituency 
desire him to vote thereat ; (c) to receive the annual report of 
the Executive Committee. (4) To consider (a) the report of 
the committee on the formation of sections, postponed from 
the last annual meeting; (0) matters postponed from last two 
ordinary meetings : (c) hospital out-patient department (vide 
SUPPLEMENT, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, February 17th); (ad) 
nurses’ registration (vide SUPPLEMENT, BRITISH MEDICAL 
JOURNAL, March 3rd) ; (e) application for Royal Charter (vide 
SUPPLEMENT, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, March 24th): (f) 
annual report of Council (vide SUPPLEMENT, BRITISH MEDICAL 
JOURNAL, April 28th). The reports and the various notices of 
motion received for discussion by the Representative Meeting 
at the next Annual Meeting of the Association will be found 
in the SOPPLEMENTs of the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL.—A. B. 
WabeE and A, A. MACKEITH, Honorary Secretaries. 


SouTH-EAsSTERN BRANCH.—The sixty-second annual meeting 
will be held at the Crystal Palace on Wednesday, June 27th, 
at 2.15 p.m. Dr. Hetley (President-elect) kindly invites 
members to lunch at the Crystal Palace from 1 to 2 p.m. 
Agenda: In addition to the business of an ordinary meeting: 
(1) Po receive the report of the election of new officers, who. 
shall thereupon take oftice. (2) To receive the report of the 
Council on the affairs of the Branch and the annual financia) 
statement. After the meeting, entertainments will be pro- 
vided in the Crystal Palace, and expeditions will be arranged 
to the Norwood Cottage Hospital, the Norwood Sanatorium 
for the Treatment of Alcohol and Drug Inebriety, and the 
Dulwich Gallery. Dinner at the Crystal Palace at 6.15 Si 
(for 6.30 p.m.); charge 7s. Wine will be provided by locat 
members. Those who propose to be present at lunch or dinner 
are requested to signify their intention to Dr. Prangley, 197, 
Anerley Road, S.E., not later than Saturday, June 23rd.—H. M. 
STEWART, Honorary Secretary. 


SouTH-EASTERN BRANCH: CANTERBURY AND FAVERSHAM 
Division.—The annual meeting of this Division will be hela 
in the Library of the Canterbury Hospital on June 7th, at 
3p.m., Dr. T. Whitehead Reid presiding. Agenda: (1) Minutes. 
(2) Time, place, and Chairman of next meeting. (3) Election 
of officers for ensuing year. (4) Other business. At 4 o’clock 
members and friends will be driven to the Cathedral, the 
Dean of Canterbury having kindly consented to show them 
over it, after which a visit will be paid to tbe Canterburv 
Wateworks, where the various processes will be explained. 
Dinner will be served at the County Hotel at 6.15 p.m., 
charge 5s. Members who intend to be present at the dinner 
are requested to send a notification, not later than June 6th, 
to A. R. HENcHLEY, Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, 
Canterbury. 

A combined meeting of the Isle of Thanet, Canterbury, and 
Faversham Divisions will be held in the Hospital Library at 
Canterbury on June 7th, at 2.45 p.m., for the purpose of elect- 
ing a Representative of the above Divisions for the annua? 
meeting of Representatives.—HtuGH M. RAVEN, Honorary 
Secretary, Isle of Thanet Division, Broadstairs. 


SouTH-EASTERN BRANCH: GUILDFORD DIVISION. — The 
annual meeting will be held at the Royal Surrey County 
Hospital, Guildford, on Wednesday, June 20th, at 4 30 p.m. 
Agenda: (1) Minutes. (2) Election of officers, Representatives 
on Branch Council and in Representative Meetings, and 
members of Executive Committee. (3) To receive annual 
report. (4) Business of the Annual Representative Meeting. 
(5) Any other business. (6) Paper by Mr. G. Sichel, F.R.©.s. : 
Some remarks on radiotherapy. ‘Tea will be provided at 
4.15. The Honorary Secretary will be glad to receive any 
nominations for the above offices, and to hear from any 
members wishing to show cases or specimens.—K. J. SmyTH, 
Maythorne, Epsom Road, Guildford, ilonorary Secretary. 
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SOUTH-EASTERN BRANCH: NORWOOD DIvVISION.—The annual 
meeting of the Division will take place at the Art Club, Black- 
heath, on Thursday, June 14th, at 4 p.m., Ralph Gooding, 
M.D., of Blackheath, in the chair. Dinner at 6 p.m. ; charge 
7s., exclusive of wine. Agenda: (1) Minutes of last meeting. 
(2) To decide where the next meeting shall be held, and to 
nominate a member of the Division to take the chair thereat. 
(3) To elect officers, the Representatives of the Division on the 
Branch Council, and ordinary members of Executive Com- 
mittee. (4) To elect the Representative of the Division in 
Representative meetings of the Association. (5) To receive 
the annual report of the Executive Committee. (6) To 
consider business of Annual Representative Meeting. 
(7) To consider existing rules and discuss whether any 
alterations are necessary. (8) Any other business. The 
following papers will be read: Dr. C. R. Box, Bronchiec- 
tasis in Children (with lantern slides); W. Arbuthnot Lane, 
M.S., Defective Intestinal Drainage; Dr. Walter W. H. 
Tate, Indications for the Surgical Treatment of Uterine 
Fibroids. Exhibition of instruments, etc., by Messrs. Bur- 
roughs and Wellcome and Messrs. Arnold and Son. Members 
desirous of exhibiting specimens or reading notes of cases are 
invited to communicate at once with the Honorary Secretary. 
All members of the South-Eastern Branch are invited to 
attend and to introduce professional friends, but will be unable 
to vote on Divisional questions. The Art Club isat the end of 
Bennett Park, three minutes from Blackheath Station, S.E.R. 
The Honorary Secretary would be much obliged if mem- 
bers would kindly inform him by postcard, to reach him 
by the first post on Tuesday before the meeting, whether they 
intend, if possible, to be present at the meeting, and if likely 
to remain to dinner.— HENRY J. PRANGLEY, Honorary Secre- 
tary, ARTHUR W. Soper, Assistant Honorary Secretary, 
Anerley. 


SOUTH-EASTERN OF IRELAND BRANCH.—An ordinary meet- 
ing and meeting of the Council will be held at the Town Hall, 
Clonmel, on June 13th, at 11 o0’clock. Agenda: (1) Minutes. 
(2) To impress on Divisions the expediency of adopting Ethical 
Rules and of appointing Ethical or Executive Committees 
respectively. (3) To elect Ethical Committee for Branch. (4) 
To investigate ethical case. (3 and 4 by Branch Council only.) 
—J. QUIRKE, Piltown, co. Kilkenny, Honorary Secretary. 


SovuTH MIDLAND Branco : AYLESBURY DIVISton,—A meeting 
of the above will be held in the Board Room of the Royal 
Bucks Hospital on Tuesday, June 26th, at 2.30 p.m. : Agenda: 
(1) The minutes of the last meeting. (2) To consider whether 
or not it is advisable to continue the Aylesbury Division as a 
separate Division of the British Medical Association.—HoRacE 
Roser, Honorary Secretary, Melrose, Aylesbury. 


SovuTH MIDLAND BRANCH: BEDFORDSHIRE AND HERTFORD- 
SHIRE DIVISION.—The annual meeting of this Division will be 
held at the Bedford County Hospital on Friday, June 8tb, at 
2.45 p.m. Agenda: (1) The minutes of the last annual meeting. 
(2) The annual report of the Executive Committee. (3) The 
election of officers for the ensuing year. (4) Letters and com- 
munications and any other business. (5) W. Hale White, 
M.D., Physician to Guy’s Hospital, will read a paper on ‘‘Some 
Common Cases of Haematemesis which are frequently mis- 
understood.” —H. Savory, Honorary Secretary, Bedford. 


SouTH WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE BRANCH.—The annual 
meeting will be held on Thursday, June 14th, at the Hospital, 
Swansea, at 4.30 p.m. Council meeting at 3.30 pm. The 
annual dinner will take place at the Hotel Metropole at 
6.50 p.m. 


SovuTH-WESTERN BRANCH.—The sixty-seventh annual meet- 
ing will be held on June 14th at the Royal Devon and Exeter 
Hospital, Exeter, at 3p.m., when Mr. G. Jackson will resign the 
chair to Mr. E. J. Domville, who will deliver his inaugural 
address. The report of the Branch Council and annual finan- 
cial statement for the year 1905-6 will be presented to the 
meeting, and the officers of the Branch will be elected for the 
vear 1906-7. Luncheon, by kind invitation of the President- 
Elect, will take place from 12.30 p.m. to 2.30 p.m. at 
Northernhay House. The annual dinner will be held at 7 p.m. 
at the London (Pople’s) Hotel. Tickets (exclusive of wine) 
6s. each, which can be had from Dr. Solly, 40, Southernhay, the 
Honorary Treasurer of the Dinner Committee. Arrangements 
have been made for members who desire it to play either golf 
or croquet, and to visit the Cathedral, Chapter House, Library, 
Guildhall, etc.; and by the Exeter members, members are 
invited to a Garden Party to be held by permission of the Lord 
Bishop of Exeter and Mrs. Robertson at the Palace from 4.30 
to6 p.m. Members wishing to play golf are requested to send 
their names to Dr. Raglan Thomas, 13, West Southernhay, 
Exeter; and for croquet to Mr. A. C. Roper, The Shrubbery, 
Exeter, before June 10th. Members who attend the Garden 
Party are invited to bring their wives or lady friends, limited 
to two. It is particularly requested that members requiring 
dinner tickets send their names with P.O. for 6s. to Dr. Solly, 
40, Southernhay, Exeter, before June 10th. Members wishing 
to be accommodated with bed and breakfast are invited to 
send their names to Dr. Miller, 14, East Southernhay, Excter, 


who will endeavour to arrange matters. The Honorary Secre- 
tary takes this opportunity of informing members that he does 
not desire to offer himself for re-election.—G. Youna@ EALEs 
Torquay, Honorary Secretary. 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT BRANCHES.—The annual meeting 
will be held on Thursday, June 2lst, when the following 
officers will be elected :—President, Secretary, Treasurer, two 
Members of the Central Council to represent the Ulster and 
Connaught Branches, anda member of the Irish Committee (who 
shall not be resident in Belfast). Nominations for these posts 
must be sent to the Honorary Secretary not later than Satur- 
day, June 2nd, signed by two members in the case of each 
except for Members of Central Council, in which case 
the nomination must be signed by three members. Members 
having business or scientific communications to make to the 
meeting will please send the Honorary Secretary notice of the 
same not later than June 12th.—CeciL E. SHaw, Honorary 
Secretary, Belfast. 


WEST SOMERSET BRANCH.—The sixty-third annual meeting of 
this Branch will be held at the London Hotel, Taunton, at 
12.15 p.m., on Friday, June 22nd, when the new President, Dr. 
R. Liddon Meade-King will take the chair. Agenda: Minutes 
of last meeting: annual report of Council; treasurer’s 
accounts: election of officers ; President’s address (notes on a 
seventeenth century textbook of medicine) ; consideration of 
agenda of Representative Meeting on July 24th. This, 
as appearing in the SUPPLEMENT to the BRITISH MEDICAL 
JOURNAL of May 5th, will be considered so far as time will 
permit. Members are requested to acquaint themselves with 
any particular item on that agenda which they wish to bring to 
the notice of the Branch. Luncheon will be served at 1.30 p.m. 
This will be paid for out of the Branch funds in the case 
of members signifying to the Honorary Secretary their inten- 
tion of being present by June 19th. For others, and guests, a 
charge of 3s. per head will be made, in all cases exclusive ot 
wine, ete. After lunch those present will become the guests 
of the President, and will be driven to Pickeridge Hill, where 
a golf match will be played between the medical members of 
the Pickeridge Club and the rest of the Branch. They will 
also be entertained there to tea. The return journey will be 
made in time to suit the convenience of those having to catch 
trains from Taunton station. In the event of the day proving 
wet an alternative programme will be arranged.—W. b. 
WINCK WORTH, Honorary Secretary. 


YORKSHIRE BraNcH.—The annual meeting of this Branch 
will be held at the Eye and Ear Hospital, Bradford, on Wed- 
nesday, June 13th, at 3.30. Members intending to read papers, 
make any communication, propose new members, etc., are 
requested to communicate with me at once. The annual 
dinner will take place at the Midland Hotel at 6.30.—ADOLPH 
BRONNER, IIonorary Secretary, 33, Manor Row, Bradford. 


CENTRAL MIDWIVES BOARD. 


A MEETING of the Central Midwives Board was held on 


May 24th at 6, Suffolk Street, Pall Mall, with Dr. F. H. 


CHAMPNEYs in the chair. 


Proposed Evaminations in Dublin. 

A letter was read from the Privy Council enclosing a copy 
of a resolution passed by the Board of the National 
Maternity Hospital, Dublin, in favour of examinations 
being held by the Central Midwives Board in Dublin. A 
letter from the Secretary of the Rotunda Hospital, Dublin, 
was also read to the same effect. A further letter from the 
Privy Council, dated May 23rd, was read, enclosing a copy 
of a memorandum given to the Lord President of the 
Council during a recent visit to Dublin. In the course of 
the discussion on this subject the Board was reminded 
that on April 10th, 1906, a resolution was passed that the 
Board was not prepared to hold examinations outside the 
area of the Act. The Board decided that the question 
should be referred to the Standing Committee for con- 
sideration and report, and the Secretary of the Board was 
instructed to reply to the Clerk of the Privy Council, 
stating that the Central Midwives Board would give its 
best attention to the matter and reply in due course. 


Certified Midwives acting as Monthly Nurses. 

A communication from Dr. F. E. Fremantle, Medical 
Officer of Health, Hertfordshire, raised the point whether 
a certified midwife acting under a qualified medical 
practitioner was bound to keep a register. The Board 
decided that a certified midwife when acting as a monthly 
nurse need not keep a register. The following words were 
subsequently added to this ruling: “In cases of doubt, 
reference should be made to the medical practitioner in 
charge of the case.” 
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New Offices for the Board. 


It was reported that the Board after June 24th, 1906, 


will move its oflices to Caxton House, Westminster. 


Three Midwives Cautioned. 

The Penal Cases Committee reported that it had con- 
sidered a letter from Dr. Niven, Medical Oflicer of Health, 
Manchester, reporting the finding by the local supervising 
authority of a prima facie case of negligence against 
Ada Fisher, a certified midwife, together with her defence 
and the report of the solicitor thereon. The Board 
adopted the recommendation of the Committee that the 
midwife be warned to be more careful in the future as to 
antiseptic washing before examination of patients. 

The Penal Cases Committee also reported that it had 
considered a letter from the Clerk of the London County 
Council reporting Mary Cecilia Lillie, certified midwife, and 
Ada Mary Roodhouse, certified midwife, as guilty of per- 
sistent disobedience to Rule E 19 (4), and as having 
announced their intention of not complying with the rule, 
together with their defence to the charges. The Board 
adopted the recommendation of the Committee that the 
two midwives concerned be cautioned as to the necessity 
of strict compliance with the rules, and warned that any 
future report for disobedience from the local supervising 
authority would probably entail serious consequences. 
The local supervising authority was asked to report 
further in three montis’ time. 


Mabal and Military Appointments. 


ROYAL NAVY MEDICAL SERVICF 
FLEET SURGEON J. DUDLEY, M.B, has been placed on the retired 
list, with the rank of Deputy Inspector-General, May 13th. He was 
appointed Surgeon, March 3lst. 1875: Staff Surgeon, March 31st, 1887 ; 
and Fleet Surgeon, January 29th, 1892. 

The undermentioned Surgeons have been promoted to be Staff 
Surgeons, dated May 23rd: H. C. WHITESIDE, R. L. DICKINSON, H. 
W. B. SHEWELL, M.B., J. MARTIN, C. B. FAIRBANK, H. J. CHATER, 
R. St. G.S. BOND, M.B., F. C. B. GITTINGsS. M.B., R. M. RICHARDS, and 
A. G. EASTMENT. Their first commissions are dated May 23rd, 1898. 

The following appointments have been made at the Admiralty: 
ALEXANDER J. MACDIARMID, Surgeon, to the Venus, on recom- 
missioning, May 29th: JOHN H. L. PAGE, Surgeon, to the Vivid, 
additional, for disposal, May 15th; FREDERICK G. WILSON, M.B., 
Surgeon, to the Commonwealth, May 24th. 

The appointment of Surgeon E. D, RUTHERFORD to the Venus has 
been cancelled. 


GRENADIER GUARDS. 
SURGEON-LIEUTENANT-COLONEL E. N. SHELDRAKE retires on retired 
yay May 23rd. His commissions are thus dated : Surgeon-Captain, May 
Oth, 1885: Surgeon Major, July 22nd, 1896; and Surgeon-Lieutenant- 
Colonel, May 30th, 1905. He served in the South African war in 1899- 
1902, and was present in the advance on Kimberley, including the 
actions at Belmont, Enslin, Modder River, and Magersfontein:; he 
was also in operations in the Orange Free State, the Transvaal, and 
Cape Colony, and was in numerous engagements: he was mentioned 
in dispatches, and received the Queen’s medal with six clasps and the 
King’s medal with two clasps. 


: ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. 

LIEUTENANT F. M. M. OMMANNEY, from the Seconded Mist, to be 

Lieutenant, May 14th. He was seconded for service with the 6th 

(Somaliland) Battalion of the King’s African Rifles, of which battalion 

he was the Medical Officer, August 12th, 1904. 

EXCHANGE. 

The charge for inserting notices respecting Exchanges in the Army Medical 
Department i8 38. 6d., which should be forwarded in stamps or post office 
order with the notice, not later than Wednesday morning, in order‘ to 
ensure insertion in the current issue. 

CAPTAIN R.A.M.C., six years’ service, due home, tour expired from 

india beginning of trooping season, desires exchange with Captain 

I.M.S. For terms, etc., apply to Indophile, care of Messrs. King, 

King, and Co., Bombay. 


INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE. 
LIEUTENANT-COLONEL (temporary Colonel) W. G. KING. M.B., 
C.1.E., Madras Establishment, is promoted to be Colonel, from 
April 29th. He joined the department as Assistant Surgeon, March 
3lst, 1874, and became Surgeon-Licutenant-Colonel, March 2lst, 1894, 
being selected for increased pay, February 12th, 1900. 

Colonel A. F. Doxsson, M.B., Principal Medical Officer, 9th 
(Secunderabad) Division, is permitted to retire from the service, 
trom May 28th. He was appointed Assistant Surgeon, March 30th, 
1874, and became Colonel, May 4th, 1901. He has no war record in the 
Army Lists. Colonel T. J. H. Wi_kins, Madras Establishment, 
succeeds Colonel Dobson as Principal Medical Officer of the Sth 
Secunderabad) Division. 

Colonel T. S. WEIR, Bombay Establishment, is also permitted to 
retire, from July 10th, 1995 He entered the service as Assistant 
Surgeon, April Ist, 1870, and was made Colonel, April lst, 1900. He 
also has no war record. 


HONOURABLE ARTILLERY COMPANY OF LONDON. 
SuRrGEON-Masjor R. J. REECE, M.D., to be Surgeon-Lieutenant- 
Colonel, May 14th. 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS (MILITIA). 
WILLIAM RANSON to be Lieutenant, May 26th. 


VOLUNTEER RIFLES. 

SvURGEON-MAJOR J. A. GRAY, 5th Volunteer Battalion the Royal Scots 
(Lothian Regiment), Brigade-Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel, Senior 
Medical Medical Officer 2nd Lothian Volunteer Infantry Brigade, to 
be Surgeon-Lieutenant-Colonel, May 26th. 

PERcY C. BURGEss to be Surgeon-Lieutenant in the 1st Volunteer 
Battalion the Buffs (East Kent Regiment), May 26th. 

Surgeon-Captain E. R. TWEED, 3rd Volunteer Battalion the Devon- 
shire Regiment, resigns his commission, May 26th. 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS (VOLUNTEERS). 
ERNEST A, WRAITH to be Lieutenant in the Sherwood Foresters 
Bearer Company, May 26th. 


Bital Statistics. 


HEALTI! OF ENGLISH TOWNS. 

IN seventy-six of the largest English towns, including London. 8.549 
births and 4.293 deaths were registered during the week ending Satur- 
day last, May 26th. The annual rate of mortality in these towns, 
which had been 16.3, 15.5, and 14.5 per 1,000 in the three preceding 
weeks, further declined last week to 14.2 per 1,000. The rates in the 
several towns ranged from 5.4 in Willesden, 6.2 in Leyton, 6.8 in East 
Hain, 7.7 in Walthamstow, 78 in Hornsey, 8.4 in Newport (Mon.), 8.6 in 
Devonport, and 8.9 in Wallasey, to 19.4 in St. Helen’s, 19.6 in Warring- 
ton, 19.8 in Bootle and in Burnley, 20.3 in Middlesbrough, 20.7 in 
Salford, and 24.8 in Great Yarmouth. In London the rate of mortality 
was 12.8 per 1.000. while it averaged 14.7 per 1,000 in the seventy-five 
other large towns. The death-rate from the principal infectious 
diseases averaged 1.5 per 1,000 in the seventy-six towns: in London 
this death-rate was equal to 1.3 per 1,000, while among the seventy-tive 
large provincial towns the rates ranged upwards to 3.Lin Manchester 
and in Middlesbrough, 32 in Bootle, 3.5 in Liverpool, 4.3 in Rother- 
ham, 5.0 in Great Yarmouth, and 5.1in Burnley. Measles caused a 
death-rate of 1.1 in Salford, 1.5 in Leeds, 1.6 in Bootle, 1.8 in Liver- 
pool, 2.0in Manchester, 4.0in Great Yarmouth, and 4.6in Burnley : 
searlet fever of 1.2 in Hornsey and in Rochdale ; diphtheria of 1.4 in 
King’s Norton : whooping-cough of 1.3 in Derby, 1.4in King’s Norton 
and in Merthyr Tydfil, and 2.0in Reading; ‘* fever” of 1.7 in Rother- 
ham; and diarrhoea of 1.1 in St. Helen’s and 1.6in Middlesbrough. 
No fatal case of small-pox was registered in any of the seventy-six 
large towns. The Metropolitan Asylums Hospitals contained 2 small- 
pox patients on Saturday, May 26th, against 2 on the preceding 
Saturday; no new cases were admitted during the week, against 2 in 
the preceding week. The number of scarlet-fever patients in these 
hospitals and in the London Fever Hospital, which had been 2.337, 
2,378, and 2,396 at the end of the three preceding weeks, had further 
risen to 2,453 at the end of last week: 338 pew cases were admitted 
= the week, against 357, 338, and 301 in the three preceding 
weeks. 


HEALTH OF SCOTCH TOWNS. 

DvuRING the week ending Saturday, May 19th, 1,010 births and 603 deaths 
were registered in cight of the principal Scotch towns, The annual rate 
of mortality in these towns, which had been 18.4, 18 0, and 18.8 per 1.000 
in the three preceding weeks, declined again to 17.6 per 1,000 in the 
week under notice, but was 3.1 per 1.000 above the mean rate during 
the same period in the seventy-six large English towns. Among 
these Scotch towns the death-rates ranged from 11.9 in Aberdeen and 
12.6in Leith to 19.0 in Glasgow and 21.0 in Paisley. The death-rate 
from the principal infectious diseases averaged 1.7 per 1,000, the 
highest rates being recorded in Glasgow and Dundee. The 305 
deaths recorded in Glasgow included 8 which were referred to measles, 
2 to diphtheria, 10 to whooping-cough, and 12 to diarrhoea. Five 
deaths from measles and 2 from whooping-cough were recorded in 
Edinburgh ; 5 from diarrhoea in Dundee, and 2 from measles in Leith. 

During the week ending Saturday last, May 26th, 885 births and £92 
deaths were registered in eight of the principal Scotch towns. The 
annual rate of mortality in these towns, which had been 18.0, 188. 
and 17.6 per 1,000 in the three preceding weeks, further fell to 17.3 
per 1,000 last week, but was 3.1 per 1,000 above the mean rate during 
the same period in the seventy-six large English towns. The rates 
in the eight Scotch towns ranged from 12.1 in Perth and 12.8 in 
Aberdeen to 17.4 in Paisley and 19.0 in Glasgow. The death-rate from 
the principal infectious diseases averaged 1.3 per 1,000, the highest 
rates being recorded in Glasgow and Edinburgh. The 304 deaths 
registered in Glasgow included 9 which were referred to measles, 
8 to whooping-cough. and 7 to diarrhoea. Two fatal cases of ineasles, 
4 of scarlet fever, 2 of whooping-cough, and 3 of diarrhoea were 
recorded in Edinburgh; and 2 of diarrhoea in Dundee. 


HEALTH OF IRISH TOWNS. 

DuRING the week ending Saturday, May 26th, 541 births and 385 deaths 
were registered in six of the principal Irish towns, as against 520 
births and 381 deaths in the preceding period. The annual death-rate 
in these towns, which had been 22.7, 23.5, and 231 per 1.000 in the 
three preceding weeks, fell to 20.4 per 1,000 in the. week under notice, 
this figure being 6.2 per 1,000 higher than the mean annual rate in the 
seventy-six English towns for the corresponding period. The figures 
ranged from 9.6 in Limerick and 21.1 in Londonderry to 23.4 in Water- 
ford and 24.0in Cork. The zymotie death-rate in the same six Irish 
towns averaged 0.9 per 1,000, or OF per 1,000 higher than during the 
preceding period, the highest figure—2.5—being recorded in Cork, 
while no deaths under this heading were registered in Londonderry, 
Limerick, and Waterford. 


Pacancies and Appointments. 


VACANCIES. 

This list of vacancies is compiled from our advertisement columns, where 
full particulars will be found. To ensure notice in this column, advertise- 
menis must be received not later than the first post on Wednesday 
morning. 

BETHLEM HOSPITAL.—Two Resident House-Physicians for six 

months. Honorarium, £25 each. 

BRECKNOCK COUNTY AND BOROUGH IRFIRMARY.—Resident 

Jiouse-Surgeon. Salary, £100 per annum. 
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BRISTOL ROYAL HOSPITAL FOR SICK CHILDREN AND 
WOMEN.—(1) House-surgeon; (2) Assistant House-Surgeon. 
Salary, £80 and £:0 per annum respectively. 

BROMSGROVE: BARNSLEY HALL ASYLUM.—Medical Superin- 
tendent. Salary, £500 per annum. 

BURSLEM : HAYWOOD HOSPITAL.—Lady Medical Officer. Salary, 
£50, rising to £60. 

CANCER HOSPITAL, Fulham Road, S.W.— Surgical Registrar. 
Honorarium, £26 6s. per annum. 

CITY OF LONDON HOSPITAL FOR DISEASES OF THE CHEST, 
Victorian Park, E.—(1) House Physician, salary at the rate of £20 
per annum. (2) Surgeon Dentist. 

EAST LONDON HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN, Shadwell, E.— 
Surgeon and Assistant Surgeon. 

INCORPORATED BELFAST MATERNITY HOSPITAL.—Resident 
Physician for six months, 

LEICESTER INFIRMARY.—Assistant House Surgeon. Salary at 
the rate of £.0 per annum. 

LIV#* RPOOL STANLEY HOSPITAL.—Assistant Honorary Ophthal- 
mic Surgeon in the Out-paticnt Department. 

LONDON HOSPITAL, Whitechapel, E.—Medical Registrar. 

MIDDLESBROUGH NORTH RIDING INFIRMARY. — Assistant 
House-Surgeon. Salary, £75 per annum. 

NORTHAMPTON: SAINT ANDREW’S HOSPITAL FOR MENTAL 
DIS#ASES.—Junior Assistant Medical Oflicer. Salary, £200 per 
annum, 

NORTH-EASTERN HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN, Hackney Road. 
(1) Resident Medical Officer: (2) Pathologist and Bacteriologist. 
Salary, £100 and £75 per annum respectively. 

PERTH DISTRICT ASYLUM, MURTHLY.—Assistant Physician 
quale). Salary, commencing £120 per annum. 

PLYMOUTH PUBLIC DISPENSARY.—(1) Honorary Physician ; 
(2) Assistant Physician. Salary, £70 per annum. 

PLYMOUTH : SOUTH DEVON AND EAST CORNWALL HOSPITAL. 
Assistant House-Surgeon. Salary at the rate of £50 per 
annum. 

ROYAL HOSPITAL FOR DISEASES OF THE CHEST, City Road, 
k.C.—Medical Officer to the Roentgen Ray Department. Hono- 
rarium, 25 guineas per annum. 

ST. MARYLEBONE GENERAL DISPENSARY, Welbeck Street, W.— 
Honorary Dental Surgeon. 

SALFORD ROYAL WOSPITAL.—Junior House-Surgeon (male). 
Salary at the rate of £90 per annum. 

SHEFFIELD UNION HOSPITAL.—Resident Medical Otlicer. Salary, 
£100 per annuin. 

STROUD GENERAL HOSPITAL.—House-Surgeon. Salary, £€0 per 
annum. 

VICTORIA HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN, Tite Street, S.W.—Surgeon 
to Out-patients. 

WEST LONDON HOSPITAL, Hammersmith Road, W.— House- 
Physician for six months. 

WOLVERHAMPTON AND MIDLAND COUNTIES EYE INFIRMARY. 
—House-Surgeon. Terms, £70 per annum. 

CERTIFYING FACTORY SURGEON. — The Chief Inspector of 
Factories announces a vacancy in the office of Certifying Factory 
Surgeon at Shefiield. 


APPOINTMENTS. 

ALFORD, E, Frank R., M.R.C.S.Eng., L.R.C.P.Lond., Resident Medical 
Onicer of City of London Hospital for Diseases of the Chest, 
Victoria Park, E. 

ATKINSON-FAIRBANK, J. G., M.B., L.R.C.P., M.R.C.S., L.D.S.Eng., 
Demonstrator to the Royal Dental Hospital of London. 

BALL, L. C., L.D.S.Eng., Demonstrator to the Royal Dental Hospital 
of London. 

CAMPBELL, J. G.,.M.B R.U.I., Second Resident Medical Officer Central 
London Sick Asylum District at Hendon. 

Coorer, W. E., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.Lond., District Medieal Officer of 
the Wayland Union. 

INGRAM. T. L., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.Lond., District Medical Officer of 
the Lutterworth Union. 

JOHNSTON, R. A., L.R.C.P.and 8.Ediv., District Medical Officer of the 
Tamworth Union. 

Lower, N. Y., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.Lond., District Medical Officer of 
the Knighton Union. 

McKay, Robert. L.R.C.P., M.R.C.S., L.D.S.Eng., Assistant Dental 
Surgeon to Royal Dental Hospital, Leicester Square, vice W. S. 
Nowell, M.R.C.S., L.R.C P.Lond., resigned. 

Owen, C. W., M.B., C.M.Edin., Medical Officer of the Workhouse of 
the Bangor and Beaumaris Union. 

Patron, E. Perry, M.D., M.S.Lond., Examiner in Surgery‘to the 
Society of Apothecaries. 

RATTRAY, S., M.B., Ch.B.Edin., District Medical Officer of the Tam- 
worth Union. 

SHORNEY. H. F., M.D., B.S. (Melbourne), House-Surgeon to the Throat 
Hospital, Golden Square. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


The charge for inserting announcements of Births, Marriages, and Deaths is 
3s. 6d., which sum should be forwarded in post-office orders or stamps 
with the notice not later than Wednesday morning, in order to ensure 
insertion in the current issue, 

BIRTH, 
Crowr.—On May 22nd, at Homeleigh, Yelverton, the wife of IT. 
Warren Crowe, M.D., of a daughter. 


ARRIAGE. 

BLANDY—DENNY.—On May 29th, at St. John’s Chureh, Westminster, 
by the Venerable Archdeacon Wilberforce, William Henry 
Blandy, eldest son of Henry Blandy, of Nottingham, to Lizzie 
Denny, L.R.C.P.and §., only daughter of Dr. Denny. 


DEATH. 
Mowat.—At 1, Minto Street, Edinbursh, on May 25th, James Mowat, 
or B., OM. Funeral private. No flowers. This the only 
intima‘ion. 


DIARY FOR THE WEEK. 


WEDNESDAY. 


OBSTETRICAL SOCTETY OF LONDON, 20, Hanover Square, W., at 8 p.m. 
—Short communication: Dr. W. H. B. Brook: Three 
Cases of Glycosuria of Pregnancy. Specimens: Mr. 
Hl. T. Hicks : Carcinoma of the Uterus with Secondary 
Growth in both Ovaries. Dr. R. Hamilton Bell: After- 
history of Case of Fibro-myoma undergoing Degenera- 
tion. Mr. Douglas Drew (introduced by Dr. Tate): 
Carcinoma of Cervix complicating Pregnancy treated 
by Abdominal Panhysterectomy. Paper: Dr. G. E. 
Herman: A ease showing (1) Uterine Contraction 
without Retraction ; (2) Prolonged High Temperature 
of Nervous Origin. 

THURSDAY. 

NORTH-EAST LONDON CLINICAL SocIETY, Tottenham Hospital, N., 

4 p.m.—Clinical meeting. 


FRIDAY. 


WEsT LONDON MEDICO-CHIRURGICAL SOCIETY, Kensington Town 
Hall. 8.30 p.m.—The Cavendish Lecture delivered by 
Sir William Macewen, M.D., F.R.S., followed by a 
Conversazione and Exhibition. 


POST-GRADUATE COURSES AND LECTURES. 


CENTRAL LONDON THROAT AND EAR HOSPITAL, Gray’s Inn Road, 
W.C.—Wednesday, 5 p.m., Fharynx. 

CHARING CROSS HOSPITAL, W.C., 4 p.m.— Monday, Gynaecology ; 
Thursday, Surgical. 

LONDON SCHOOL OF CLINICAL MEDICINE, Dreadnought Hospital, 
Greenwich —Clinical Demonstrations in Medicine and 
Surgery 2.30 and 3.15 p.m. respectively on Wednesday, 
‘Lhursday, and Friday: Ophthalmology, 4 p.m. Wed- 
nesday ; Radiography, 4 p.m. Thursdays. Out-patient 
Demonstrations, Medical and Surgical, 10 a.m. daily. 
Throat and Ear, noon Monday and Thursday; Eye, 
lla.m. Wednesday. Skin, noon Friday. Operations, 
2.30 p.m. daily. 

MEDICAL GRADUATES’ COLLEGE AND POLYCLINIC, 22, Chenies Street, 
W.C.—The following clinical demonstrations have 
been arranged for next week at 4 p.m. each day: Whit 
Monday (closed); Tuesday, Medical ; Wednesday, Sur- 
gical: Thursday, Surgical; Friday, Throat. Lectures 
at 5.15 p.m. each day will be given as follows: Tues- 
day, The Diseases of the Breast which may resemble 
Carcinoma; Wednesday. The Rest Cure; Thursday, 
Surgical Diseases of Children. 

NATIONAL HOSPITAL FOR THE PARALYSED AND EPILFPTIC, Queen 
Square, W.C.—Tuesday, 3.30 p.m, Muscular Atrophy ; 
Friday, 3.20 p.m., Ataxic Paraplegia. 

NorTH-EAST LONDON POST-GRADUATE COLLEGE, Tottenham Hos- 
pital, N.—Tuesday, 4.30 p.m., Lecture on Prognosis in 
Diseases of the Spleen and Ductless Glands. 


BOOKS, Erc., RECEIVED. 


Medical Monograph Serics No. 7, Anaesthetics. By J. Blumfeld, 
MD. Second edition. London: Bailli¢re, Tindall, and Cox. 
1906. 2s. €d. 

Duty of Trustees as to Jnvestment of Trust Funds. By A. R. Rudall. 
London: Effingham Wilson. 1906. 1s. 

Notes on Miltary Savitation. By Lieutenant-Colonel H. P. G. 
Elkington. London: St. John Ambulance Association. 1s. 

London: Rebman Limited: 

Minor and Operative Surgery, including Bandaging. By H. R. 

Wharton, M.D. Sixth edition. 14s. 

The Surgical Treatment of Chronic Suppuration of the Middle Ear 
and Mastoid. By S Oppenheimer, M.D. 1906. 27s. 6d. 

The Development of the Human Body: A Manuai of Human 
ae By J. P. MeMurrich, A.M., Ph.D. Secoud edition. 
9065. 14s. 

The Ophthalmoscope and how to use it. By J. Thorington, A.M., 
MD. 1906. lls. 


A Nation’s Youth. By the Countess of Warwick. London: Cassell 
and Co. 1905. 1s. 

Ueber Robert Schumann’s Krankheit. Von P. J. Mébius. Halle a 
S$: C. Marhold. 1906. M. 1.60. 

Course of Instruction in Operative Surgery in the University of 
Manchester. Medical Series No. IV. By W. Thorburn, B.S., 
¥F.R.C.S. Manchester: University Press. 1906. 2s. 6d. 

Die Kontrakturen bei den Erkrankungen den Pyramidenbahn. Von 
Dr. O. Forster. Berlin: S. Karger; and London: Williams and 
Norgate. 1906. M 

Grundriss der orthopidischen Chirurgie. Von Dr. M. David. 
Zweite Auflage. Berlin: S. Karger; and London: Williams and 
Norgate. 1906. M. 600 

An Atlas of Mlustrations of Clinical Medicine, Surgery, and Path- 
ology. Fasciculus XXV, Small-pox. London: H. K. Lewis. 
1906. 1 guinea. 

Swedish Gymnasties as a Physical Training for the British Schoolboy. 
By F. H. Grenfell, Lieutenant R.N. London : Simpkin, Marshall, 
Hamilton, Kent, and Co. Limited. 6d. 

The Ophthalmic Year Book. Vol. III. By E. Jackson, A.M., M.D. ; 
and G. E. de Schweinitz, A.M., M.D. Denver, Col.: The Herrick 
book and Stationery Company. 1906. 

Les Par le Dr. R, Charpentier. Paris : G. Steinheil. 
1906. Fr. 6. 


Experiments on Hot Water Systems. By A fayers. London: 
Sanitary Publishing Company. 1906. 3s. 6d. 


*,* In forwarding books the publishers are requested to state 
the selling price, 
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CALENDAR. 


[JuNE 2, 1906. 


CALENDAR OF THE ASSOCIATION. 


Date. Meetings to be Held. Date. Meetings to be Held. 
JUNE. JUNE 
3 Sunday ........ 10 Sundap......... 
4 MONDAY ... 11 MONDAY ...... and Military Commit- 
, 2.30 p.m. 
5 TUESDAY...... 
(Lonnon : Organization Committee, 
| CENTRAL Division, Birmingham 10.20 a.m. 


6 WEDNESDAY Branch, Avunual Meeting, Medical 
| Institute, 4 p.m. 

(CANTERBURY AND FaveERSHAM Divi- 

SION, South-Eustern Branch, Annual 


Meeting, Canterbury Hospital, 
3 p.m. ; Dinner, County Hotel, 
615 p.m 


'Ciry Diviston, Metropolitan Counties 

| Branch, First Annual Dinner, Gaiety 
Restaurant, Strand, 7 p.m. 

East YorK AND Norts LINcoLN 


7 THURSDAY... 4 Brancnu, Annual Meeting, Grimsby 


and District Hospital, 4.30 p.m. ; 
followed by Annual Dinner. 
Isnt oF THaNET Drvwsion, Sowth- 


Eastern Branch, Combined Meeting 
with Canterbury and Faversham 
Divisions, Hospital Library, Can- 
terbury, 2.45 p.m. 
Miptann Brancu, Annual Meeting, 
County Hospital, Lincoln, 215 p.m, 
\ Dinner, White Hart Hotel, 6 p.m. 


(BEDFORESHIRE AND HERTFORDSHIRE 

Drviston, South Midland Branch, 

; Annual Meeting, Bedford County 

| Hospital, 2.45 p.m. 

| DuNbEE Brancu, Annual Meeting, 

| Students’ Union, Dundee, 4 p.m. 

Hampstead. Driviston, Metropolitan 
eseoee{ Counties Branch. Annual Meeting. 

| SoutHaMpton  ODrviston, Southern 

| Branch, Annual Meeting, Lesser 


8 FRIDAY 


Philharmonic Hali, Southampton, 
3.30 p.m. 
| SouraERN Drviston, Edinburgh Branch, 
Annual Meeting, Oddfellows’ Hall, 
Forrest Road, 8.15 p.m. 


9 SATURDAY... 


| 
12 TUESDAY......4 Brapror» Drviston, Yorkshire Branch, 
| Annual Meeting, Kye and Ear Hos- 
\ pital, Bradford, 8.30 p.m. 


(Lonpon : Medico-Political Committee, 


3 p.m. 

CovENTRY Drvision. Birmingham 
Branch, Annual Meeting, Coventry 
and Warwickshire Hospital, 
8.30 p m. 


own Hall, Clonmel, 11 a.m. 

13 WEDNESDAY ; West Dorset Division, Dorset and 
West Hants Branch, Annual Meet- 
ing, County Hospital, Dorchester, 
3 p.m. 

YORKSHIRE Brancu, Annual Meeting, 
Eye and Ear Hospital, Bradford, 

' 330 p.m.; Dinner, Midland Hotel, 

6.30 p.m. 


(BIRMINGHAM Brancu, Annual Meet- 

ing, Medical Institute, 3.30 p m. 

Drvision, South-Eastern 
Branch, Annual Meeting, Art Club, 
Blackheath, 4 p.m. ; Dinner, 6 p.m. 

SoutH WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE 
Brancw, Annual Meeting, Hospi- 
tal, Swansea, 4.30 p.m.; Council, 
3.30 p.m.: Annual Dinner, Hotel 
Metropole, 6.30 p.m. 

SoutH-WESTERN BrancH, Annual 
Meeting, Royal Devon and Exeter 
Hospital, Exeter, 3 p.m. ; Luncheon, 
Northernhay House. 12.30 p.m. ; 
Dinner, The London (Pople’s) Hotel, 
7 p.m. 


14 THURSDAY... ¢ 


15 FRIDAY 
16 SATURDAY... 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE BRITISH MEDICAL ASSOCIATION. 
Tue British Medical Association exists for the promotion of medical and the allied sciences, and the maintenance 


of the honour and the interests of the medical profession. 


The Annual Subscription to the British Medical Association 1s £1 5s. Od., and the British MrpioaL JOURNAL 
is supplied weekly, post free, to every member of the British Medical Association wherever he may reside. 

Forms of application for membership ean be obtained from the General Secretary, 429, Strand, London, W.C. 

The principal rules governing the election of a medical practitioner, to be a member of the British Medical 


Association are as follow: 


Article III.—An 
dom under the Medical Acts and an 
within the area of any Branch of 
pa of the British Empire other than the United Kingdom, who 

8 so registered or possesses such medical qualifications as shall. 
subject to the Regulations, be prescribed by the Rules of the said 


edical Practitioner residing 


Branch, shall be eligible as a Member of the Association. The | 


mode and conditions of election to Membership shall from time to 
time be determined by or in accordance with the By-laws. Every 
Member, whether one of the existing Members or a subsequently- 
elected Member, shall remain a Member until 

Member in accordance with the provisions hereof. 


By-law 1.—Every Candidate for Membership of the Association shall 
apply for election in writing, addressed to the Association, and 
stating his agreement, if elected, to abide by the R 
Branch to which -he may at any time belo and to 

subscription for the current year. - _ 


By-law 2.—Every candidate who resides within the area of a Branch | 

shall-forward his application to the Secretary of such Branch. | 
the Branch 
on, and to | 


Notice of tihe pro election shall be sent b: 
Secretary fo the General Secretary of the Assoc 


Medical Practitioner re in the United King- | 
e Association situate in any | 
he ceases to be a 


ations and 
By-laws of the Association, and the Rules of suck Division — 


every Member of the Branch Council, and the candidate, if not 
disqualified by any Regulation of the Association, may be elected 
a member of the Association by the Branch Council at any meeting 
thereof held not less than seven days (or such longer period as 
the Branch may by its Rules prescribe) after the date of the said 
Notice. A Branch may by special Resolution require that each 
candidate for election to the Association shall furnish a certificate 
from two Members of the Association to whom he is personally 
known. Officers of the Navy, Army, and Indian Medical Services 
on the Active List are eligible for election through the Council 
= Fa _— without approving signatures as laid down in 
y-law 3. 


By-law 3.—Every candidate whose place of residence is not included in 
the area of any Branch shall forward his Application to the 
General Secretary of the Association, together with a statement 
signed by three members of the Assoeiation, that from personal 
knowledge they consider him a suitable person for election. 
Notice of the proposed election shall be sent by the General 
Secretary to $6 vd Member of the Council, and the candidate, if 
not disqualified by any Regulation of the Association, may be 
elected a Member of the Association by the Council at any meet- 
a held not less than one month after the date of the 

notice. . 


The annual subscription to the BrrrisH Maproat JouRNAt for non-members is £1 8s. 0d. for the United Kingdom 
and £1 12s. 6d. for abroad. 


~~ Printed and published by the British Medica! Asseciation at their Office, No. 429 Strand in the (Parish of St Martin-in-the-Fields, in the County of Middlesex. 
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